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highlights

CHARTER FLIGHTS
CAB adopts special regulations establishing new class
designated as advance booking; effective 1-1—-77.......... 52865

COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY

Interlor/MESA sets public hearing on proposed manda-

tory standards for training and retraining of coal miners;
hearing 1-5 thru 1-7 and 1-10 thru 1-12-77............... 52890

COMPRESSED GAS PACKAGES
DOT/MTB extends comment filing date to 2-1-77 on

merits of color coding, 52891
CRUDE OIL .

DOT Issues decision on Trans-Alaska pipeline petition

for veaiver of girth weld regulations 529}3

ENERGY CONSERVATION
Community Services Administration adopts rules on
emergency programs; effective 12-2-76.....c.eeeeeeeeeeeeen. 52876

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION

FTC amends procedures to be followed by non-Federal
government agencles requesting records; effective
12-2-76 52867

MOTOR VEHICLE LIGHTING -
DOT/NHTSA proposal revising mounting height requnre-

ments for clearance and identification lamps; comments

by 1-13-77. 52892

QUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF
Interior/BLM makes protraction disgrams available to
public 52909

PAROLE RELEASE, SUPERVISION AND
PRISONER RECOMMITMENT
Justice intent to consider adoption of regulations govern-
ing youth offenders and juvenile delinquents; comments
[ 1 B Ty iy O 52889

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
International Trade Commission proposes additional
routine uses to its system of records; comments by

12-15-76 52921
NASA implements changes to regulations; effective
11-22-76 - 52866

RURAL HOUSING LOANS

USDA/FmHA proposes regulation regarding moratoriums

on interest and principal payments; comments by
12-31-76 ... 52888

L Y CONTINUED INSIDE
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reminders

(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to FEperAL REGISTER users, Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no logal
significance. Since this list is intended as & reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publtcation.) ¢

Rules Going Into Effect Today

DOT/FAA—Standard instrument approacﬁ
procedures; Ft. Leonard Wood, Mo., et
al 45820; 10-18-76

Standard instrument approach proce-
dures; recgnt changes and additions;
various States........ 46433; 10-21-76

FCC—FM broadcast stations; table of as’
signments; Indiana.... 47931; 11-1-76

© HEW/FDA—Colistmethate

sodium for
injection; revocation for -certify-
NG ceeeececerenaaceneee. 48100; 1-2-76
Registration of producers of drugs and
listing of drugs in commercial dis-
tribution; revision of times for annual

Vancomucin hydrochloride; revision of
working standard stock solution con-
centration................ 48099; 11-2~76

Labor/ETA—Public Employment Service

System; services for veterans...... 48249;

. ; 11-2-76
registration.............. 48097; 11-2-76
. List of Public Laws -
N \ Note: No public bills which have becomo
! 1law were received by the Offico of tho Foderal

Register for inclusion in today's Lisr or
PusLic LAws.

}

AGENGY PUBLICATION ON AISSIGN»ED DAYS OF THE WEEK

The six-month trial period ended August 6. The program is being continued on a voluntary basis (see OFR
notice, 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976). The following agencies have agreed to remain in the program:

Monday “Tuesday Wednesqay‘ N Thursday Friday
NRC USDA/ASCS NRC USDA/ASCS
DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/APHlS . DOT/ CQAST GUARD U‘SDA/ APHIS
DO'I:/fN HTS/A USDA/FNS DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS
DOT/FAA USDA/REA DOT/FAA USDA/REA
DOT/QHMO . csc N DOT/OHMO csC )
DOT/OPSO LABOR } - DOT/ OPSO LABOR

HEW/FDA HEW/FDA

Documents normally scheduled on a day that wili be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day

following the holiday.

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program

Coordinator, Office of the Federal Re
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

i

gister, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Admints-

appearing on opposite page.

ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for information please see the list of telephone numbers
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federal register

Phone 523=5240

D.C. 20402, -

Area Code 202

general applicabillty and legal effect, documents
documents of public interest. Documents are on
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency.

Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays,
holidays), by the Office of the
Administration, Washington, D.C. 2

or on officlal Federal

Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, Goneral Sorvicos
0408, under the Federal Register Act (40 Stat. 500, a3 amonded; 44 U.8.0,,
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Governmént Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402,

The FEnERAL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and logal notices ssued
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Exécutive orders and Federal agency documenty having
required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agonoy ¢
file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before

The FEDERAL REGISTER Will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per yoar, payablo
in advance. The charge for individual coples s 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for.each group of pages as actually bound,
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,

< .
There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the FEpERAL RECGISTER.
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ST T INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries

‘may be made by dialing 202-523-5240.

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:
Subscriptions and distribution........ 202-783-3238 Executive Orders and Proclama- 523-5233
“Dial - a - Regulation” (recorded’ 202-523-5022 tions.
Y summary of highlighted docu- Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5235
ments appearing in next day’s Documents. z
- .issue). ) ] ) . .
 Scheduling of documents for 523-5220 Public Papers of the Presidents.... 522}5235
pub“cation- - . N 'ndex ----------------------------------------- 523_5235 )
Copies of documents appearing in 523-5240 .
the Federal Register. P UBLK? LAWS:
Corrections ... 523--5286 Public Law dates and numbers. ... 523-5237
Public Inspection Desk................. 523-5215 Slip Laws 523-5237
Finding AidS .o oeceeoemeemeeereeeee 523-5227 U.S. Statutes at Large.......ccocceeemeeee 523-5237
. Public Briefings: “How To Use the 5235282 |  'MO€X e oo - 523-5237
Federal Register.” U.S. Government Manual................. 523-5230
“Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. . 523-5266 | Automation................. 523-5240
Finding Aids.__.-.. 523-5227 | Special Projects......... e nessan 523-5240
HIGHLIGHTS—Continued
MEETINGS—
Executive Office of President: President’s Committee
" on.Science and Technology, 12-16<76....cuuceeeem.. 52900
Interior/BLM: Salmon District Muitiple Use Advisory
Board, 1-12-77. 52910
- VA: Educational Allowances Station Committee, Des
Moinés, 12-28-76. 52949
~ CHANGED MEETINGS—
FEA: Natural Gas Transmission and Distribution Ad-
visory Committee, 12-10-76 52905
NRC: Reactor Safety Study Working Group of the
_ Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee, 1-4-77.... 52922
FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO.-233—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1976 biil



AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

Rules .
“Grapefruit grown in Ariz. and

Calif, 52887
Oranges (navel) grown in Ariz.

and Calif 52886
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice; Farmers Home Admlmstra- ~
tion; Forest Service.

BLIND AND OTHER SEVERELY '
HANDICAPPED, COMMITTEE FOR
PURCHASE FROM

Notices

Procurement list, 1976, proposed

additions; correction__________ ;52900
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Rules . '
Accounts, records, and memoran-
da for air carriers, preserva-

tion:
Charters, advance booking;
charter operators, preserva-
tion of records .o _..__ 52865-
Charters, advance booking; edi-
torial changes e ___ 52865
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION _
Rules
Allowances and differentials:
Nonforeign areas, cost of living
rates and area listing; correc-
tion 52857
COAST GUARD
Notices
Equipment, construction, and ma-
terials; approval oo .. 52929

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT -
See Maritime Administration."

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Cémmunity Action Programs:
Emergency Energy Conservation
Programs; reporting require~
ments (Energy Data Form)__ 52876

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Notices
Public hearing 52897

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Schedules of
stances:
Exempt chemical preparations. 52867

ELECTRONIC FUND TRANSFERS,
NATIONAL COMMISSION

Notices
Revised notice of meeting.

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF- THE PRESIDENT

Notices
/ Meetings:
President’s Committee on Sci-
ence and Technology. .-

controlled sub-

52922

52900

iv .

contents

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION

Proposed RuIes
Account servicing:

Routine; moratorium on pay- ¢
ments 52888 '
“Notices ’
Disaster and emergency areas:
Michigan 52897

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Rules

IFR altitudes (2 documents._ 52858, 52861
-Restricted areas 52858
Transition areas (6 documents) — 552857,

2858

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION :

Rules o

Experimental broa,déast services:
Remote “pickup broadcast sta-
tions

Notices

Cable television:
Proposed rulemaking not1ces,
mailing to all systems, denial
of request 52903
Revision of rules rega.rdmg
leapfrogging, carriage’of local ,
independent signal3, and non-
network programming exclu-
sivity 52903
Petitions for rulemaking filed,

52879

granted, dended, et —____ 52901
Satellite stations, construction,
ete.; applications 52902
_ Hearings, ete.:
Bedford Improved TV, Inc..___ 52900
Henderson All-Channel Cable- .
vision, Inc 52902

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
. CORPORATION

Rules
Interest on deposits:
Keogh (HR 10) plans; with-

drawal . penalty exception;
correction

FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE
ADMINISTRATION . - .
Notices .
Disaster areas:
Maryland
FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Meetings: ‘
Natural Gas Transmission and
.Distribution Advisory Com-
miftee, change in date and
place

52857

52905

~

FEDERAL INSURANCE 'ADMINISTRATION
Rules

Flood Insurance Program, Na-
tional; flood elevation deter-
minations, ete.:

52908

Florida -

-.. 52868
Towsa 528173
New Jersey 52869
New York 52874
North Carolin@.... iecccacacen 52874
Ohio - -« 52871

Pennsylvania, (5 documents) ... 52970,
- * 52872, 52875, 52876
Rhode Island

- 52868
Texas —— . 52869
Virginia; conection-_-- ....... 52868
Wisconsin - 52871
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices '
Freight forwarder licenses:

Carlos Edmundo Plazas, et al.. 52807
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

Notices
Héarings, ete.:
Cities Service Gas COmvnmnmmun - 52005
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp ——mw D2006
El Paso Alaska COmen o - 52906
El Paso Electric Co. - 52906

Kansas Power and Light Co....... 52907
Pacific Interstate Transmission

Co - 52007
South Texas Natural Gas Gath-

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp - 52007
Tucson Gas and Electric Co.... 52008

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

Rules

Procedures and practice rules:
Freedom of information re-
quests - 52867

FISCAL SERVICE

Notices
Surety companies acceptable on
Federal bonds:
Puritan Insurance Co.; name
change -

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Rules

Fishing:
Iroquois National Wildlife Ref- 5

uge, N.Y 2886

Monomoy National Wildlife
Refuge, MaSSaccmavanacanaas 52885
Seney National Wildlife Refuge,

Mich __ 52886
Hunting:

Lake Alice National Wildlife
Refuge, N. Dak, (4 docu~
ments) oo 52884, 52885

Public access, entry, use, and rec-
reation:

Block Island National ‘wildlife
Refuge, R.L 52833

Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife
Refuge, Ariz, eb Qlacvccaaa.

Ninigret National Wildlife Ref-
uge, R.I

Sachuest Point Na.tlonal Wﬂd-
life Refuge, R.Ioccicmcmonaan

Salt Meadow National wildlife
Refuge, Conn

Trustom Pond National Wildlife
Refuge, R.L

52881
52883
52884
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FOREST SERVICE

Notices
‘Environmental statements avail-

ability, etc.:
Wallova-Whitman ~ National
Forest, Grande Ronde Plan-
ning Unit, Oreg e e 52897
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See Health Resources Administra-
tion.

HEALTH RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION

Proposed Rules
Grantis:
Medical facilities, publie, con-
struction and modernization;
correction

HEARINGS AND APPEALS OFFICE,
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

. Notices .

Applications, ete.:

- Bishop Coal CO_ oo 52911
Brushy Fork Mining Corp_.._. 52911
Christopher Coal Co__________ 52912
Clinchfield Coal COm oo 52913
J & M Coal Co 52913

Jim Walter Resources, Inc____ 52913
Jones & Laughlin Steel Corp. -
(2 documents).._______ 52914, 52915
Mid-Continent Coal and Coke
Co. (2 documents) ...__ 52915, 52916
Permae, Inc — 52917
Plateau Mining Co—— o 52917
"Scotts Braneh COoe oo 52918
i 52918
‘Twin Ridge Coal Co__________ 52919
Virginia Pocahontas No. 5 Min-
ing Co. (3 documents) _ 52919, 52920
“Westmoreland Coal Co___—__.. 52921

HOUéING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Federal Disaster Assistance
Administration; Federal Insur-
_ ance Administration.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See Fish and Wildlife Service;
Hearing and Appeals Office;
Iand Management Bureau;
Mining Enforcement and Safety
Administration.

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION

Notices -
Privacy Act; system of records‘
Additional routine uses_———_....

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION _

Rules i
Railroad car service orders:
Hopper cars, re
Proposed. Rules
"Motor carriers: - )
. Exemptions; agncultural coop-
eratives

52893

-

I

- 52891

CONTENTS

Notices
Agreements under section 5a, ap-
plications for approval, ete.... 52951
Car service rules, mandatory; ex-
emptions (7 documents) _.529850, 52951
Fourth section applications for
relief 52951
Hearings, assigpnment 52950
Motor carriers:
Transfer proceedings (2 docu-
ments)
Petitions, applications, finance
matters (including temporary
authorities), railroad abandon-
ment, alternate route deviations,
and intrastate applications___.

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT -

See Drug Enforcement Adminis-
tration; Parole Cominission.

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices
Airport leases:
AlBSKR memccemencmcnmm——n——
Applications, etc.:
Wyoming (2 documents) . 52910, 52911
Meetings:
Salmon District Multiple Use
Advisory Board.e e ecoaceeae 52910
Opening of public lands: :
Orezon 52909
‘Washington (2 documents) .. 52910

52952

52953

Protraction diagrams filing,
availability:
Alaska 52909

Withdrawal and reservation of
lands, proposed, etc.:

Nevada 52908

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE

Notices -
Clearance of reports; list of re-
quests (2 documents) ... 52927, 52928

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Applications, ete.:
Amerjcan Eagle Tanker Corp.
et al 52898
Sea Transport Corp. ebal...... 52898

MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU

Proposed Rules
Compressed gases in cylinders;
color coding system of identifi-
&a;xt;ion; inquiry; extension of
e

92891

MINING ENFORCEMENT AND SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION
Proposed Rules

Coal mine health and safety:
Surface and  underground
- mines; training and retrain-
ing of miners; hearings....._

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMIN]STRATION

Rules .
Privacy Act; implementation.... 52866

)

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATIO

Rules
Motor vehicle safety standards:
Incorporation by reference, ad-
dress changes..co oo
Pioposed Rules
Motor vehicle safety standards:
Lamps, reflective devices, and
associated equipment_.______

Notices
Motor vehicle safety standards;
exemption petitions, ete.:
Prevost Car, Inc.; bus window

52880

52892

retention and release ... 52933
Sebring Vanguard, Inc.; occu-
pant crash protection..______ 52933

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY
BOARD

Notices N

Safety recommendations and ac-
cident reports, availability, re-
sponses, etc. 52926

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Notices
Meetings:

Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards, Reactor Safety
Study Working Group, post-
poned

Natural Resources Defense Coun-
cil; Extension of comment pe-
riod

Regulatory guldes; issuance and
avaflability (2 documentis) _____ 52925

Applicalions, ete.:

Carolina Power and Light Co.

(2 documents)

Commonwealth Edison Co_____

Florida Power and Light Co. (2

52922

52922
52922

documents) 52923
Georgla Power COmmme o ___ - 52923
Houston Lighting and Power

Co., et al 52921

Nort.heast Nucl&ar Energy Co.,

et al (2 documents)..________ 52924
Portland General Electric Co.__ 52925
Public Service Co., NH_.______ 52925
Virginia Electric and Power Co_ 52925
Wisconsin Electric Power Co.__ 52926

PAROLE COMMISSION

Proposed Rules

Prisoners, youth offenders, and
juvenile delinquents; parole, re-
lease, supervision, and recom-
mitment

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION
Proposed Rules

Plan assets, allocation; - correc-
tion .

POSTAL SERVICE
Notices c

Environmental statement, draft,
Rochester Management Sec-
tional Center.

52888

52880

52928

~
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Applications, ete.:

Fourth Street. Capital Corp..... 52929

License surrenders, Atlantic Small
Business Investment Corp., et

al

. \ -

52029

. CONIENTS

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See also Coast Guard; Federal
Aviation Administration; Ma-
terials Transportation Bureau;
National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration.

Notices

Pipeline, trans-Alaska crude oil;
girth weld regulations, walver

petition . 52933

TREASURY DEPARTMENT

See Fiscal Service.
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
Notices. '
Meetings:
Station Committee on Educa-
tional AllowanceS..... ——— 52949

)

Weekly Briefings at the Office of the

“THE FEDERAL REGISTER—WHAT IT

IS AND HOW TO USE IT”

Federal Register

(For Details, See 41 FR 46527, Oct. 21, 1976)
. RESERVATIONS: JANET SOREY, 523-5282 .

 Tlistofcfr parts affected in tfiis issue

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's
issue. A cumulative list.of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month,

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected
by documents published since the revision date of each-title,

5 CFR
" 591 52857
7 CFR ‘
907 52886
909 52887
PROPOSED RULESS
1861 52888
12 CFR
329 52857
14 CFR v
71 (7 documents) oo oo 52857, 52858
13 52858
95 (2 documents) _._____ 52858, 52861
249 (2 documents) eeee e e ___ 52865
- 1212 52866
16 CFR
4 52867
\ »
\ o
vi

21 CFR
1308 52867
24 CFR
1916 (5 documents_ ... 52868, 52869
1917 (10 doguments) ______ 52870-52876
28 CFR
PrOPOSED RULES?
b 52889
29 CFR ‘
PROPOSED RULES:
2608 52890
30 CFR
PrOPOSED RULES:
‘ 75 52890
7. 52890

42 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
124 52891
45 CFR
1061 52876
47 CFR
4 e 52879
49 CFR
571 52880
1033 52880
PROPOSED RULES:
172 52801
. 571 52802
1047 52893
50 CFR
26 (6 documents) e .. 52881-52884
32 (4 documents) coccaaan - 52884, 52885
33 (3 documents) ... - 52885, 52886

-~ 2
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5 CFR

CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING DECEMBER
The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of

Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during December.

591 - 52857
7 CFR -
401 52643
907 52886
909. 52887
939 52645
999 52646
1464 y 52647
PROPOSED RULES!
1861..~ = 52888
12 CFR :
329 52857
'13 CFR
107. 52647
315 52648
14 CFR—
71 52857, 52858
73 52858
95 52858, 52861
248 52865
253 52658
1212 52866
PrOPOSED RULES: -
399_. 52698
. 16 CFR
4 - 52867
13 52659, 52660
+ 17 CFR .
239. 52662
270

- 52668

17 CFR—Continued 40 CFR
PROPOSED RULESS gf; ggggg
0
23 52701 be E9692
21 CFR 136 52779
1308 _— 52867 41 cFR
23 CFR 3-16 52676
PROPOSED RULES: 3-50 52676
Ch. I 52703 42 CFR
24 CFR - PROPOSED RULES:
1916 52868, 52869 124 52891
1917 e 52668, 52669, 5287052876 45 crg
Prorosed RULES: 1061 52876
1917 52703-52705 31800 52677
28 CFR 47 CFR
42 52669 73 52675
PROPOSED RULES: 74 52879
2 52889 9}; - 52685
OPOSED RULES:
29 CFR 15 52705
Prorosed RULES: 95 52709
2608 52890 49 CFR
30 CFR \ 571 52880
PRrOPOSED RULES? 1033 52695, 52696, 52882
75 52800 Proroszp RuLrs:
M 52890 172 52891
32 CFR 571 52892
1 0
890 s12 c::’ 52893
37 CFR p-{, JOUOO, 52698, 52697, 52881-52821
PROPOSED RULES: a2 52884, 52835
1 52708 33 52697, 52885, 52886

'FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES—DECEMBER

Pages Date
52643-52855. Dee. 1
52857-52975 2
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rules and requilations B

52857

REGISTER issue of each month.

. This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Dacuments, Prices of newr books are listed In the first FEDERAL

Title 5—Administrative Personnel
' CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

PART 591—ALLOWANCES AND
DIFFERENTIALS -

Cost of Living Allowance and Post
Differential-—Nonforeign Areas

Correclion

In FR Doc. 76-34219 appearing at page
51579-in the ¥eperat ReGister of Tues-
day, November 23, 1976, the following
correction’should he made:

On page 51582, first column, in Appen-
dix B in the table, the first entry “Amer-
ican Samoa * * *” the effective date
should read “June 8, 1975".

Title 12—Banks and Banking

CHAPTER IlII—FEDERAL DEPOSIT
. INSURANCE CORPORATION

SUBCHAPTER B—REGULATIONS AND
STATEMENTS OF GENERAL POLICY

-- PARTS 320—INTEREST ON DEPOSITS

Keogh (HR 10) Plans
Correction

In FR Doc. 76-34054 appearing at page
50804, in the issue of Thursday, Novem-
ber 18, 1976 the- following correction
should be made: .

On-page 50804, middle column, fourth
paragraph, seventh line, first word should
read “IRAS”. .

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER 1—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-
ISTRATION DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

< |Airspace Docket No. 76-EA-60]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
"I;SIONL_:_.ED AIRSPACE AND REPORTING

De;ignaﬁon of Transition Area

On page 43185 of the FEpERAL REGISTER
for September 30, 1976, the TFederal
Aviation Administration published g
broposed rule which would designate a.
Easton, Pa., Transition Area. -

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written. data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
Jeceived,

In view of the Ioregoing, the proposed

regulation is hereby adopted, effective
0901 GMT December 30, 1976.
(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348), and sec.
6(c) of the Department of Transportation
Act (49 US.C. 1655(c))) -

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on Novem-
ber 17, 1976
L. J. CARDINALT,
Acting Dzrector, Eastern Region.

§71.181 [Amended)

1. Amend Section 71.181 of Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations by des-

- ignating an Easton, Pa. transition area

as follows:
EASTON,

“That airspace extending upward from 700

PA. .

feet above the surface within a 6.S5-mile

radfus of the center, 40°44/33* N., 756°14'35"
W. of Easton Airport, Easton, Fa.; within an
8-mile radius of the center of the alrport,
extending clockwlse from o 248° bearlng from
the alrport to o 060° bearing from thg aix-
port; within o 10.5-mile radius of the center
of the afrport, extending clockwice from o
060* bearing from the alrport to o 635° bear-
ing from the airport; within o 9.5-mlle radius
of tho center of the alrport, extending
clockwiso from a 095° bearing from the atr-
port to a 129° bearing from the sairport;
within & miles cach slde of tho Allentown,
Pa., VORTAC 085° radlal, extending from 12
miles east of the VORTAC to 20.6 miles east
of the VORTAC. This transition area is ef-
fective from sunrise to suncet, dally.”

{FR Doc.76-35144 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am)

[Alrspoce Docket No. 76~-EA-69)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
’ }‘Rblorg:gD AIRSPACE AND REPORTING

Alteration of Transition Area

On page 43185 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
for September 30, 1976, the Federal Avi-
ation Administration published a pro-
posed rule which would alter the Phila-
delphia, Pa., Transition Area.

Interested partles were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit writ-
ten data,or views. No objections to the
proposed regulations have been recelved.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulation is hereby adopted, effective
0901 GMT December 30, 1976.

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 US.C. 1348), and sec.,
6(c) of the Department of Transportation

Act (49 U.5.C, 1655(¢c)))

Issued In Jamaica, N.Y., on Novem-
ber 17, 1976.

L. J. CARDINALY,
Acting Director, Eastern Reglon.
§ 71.181 [Amended]

1. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by amend-
ing the description of the Philadelphia,
Pa., Transition Areo as follows:

Delete “within 2 miles each side of the
Woodstown, N.J., VORTAC 350° radial,” and
insert the following in lieu thercof; “within
4.5 miles each side of the Woodstown, N.J.
VORTAC 849° radial.”

[FR Doc.76-35145 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Alrspace Docket No. T6-EA-61]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
;g?&.TLgD AIRSPACE AND REPORTING

Alteration of Transition Area

On page 43185 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
for September 30, 1976, the Federal Avi-
atlon Administration published & pro-
nosed rule which would alter the Hor-
nell, N.Y., Transition Area.

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been re-
ceived.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulation is hereby adopteq, effective
0501 GMT December 30, 1976.

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of

-1858 (72 Stat. 749; 43 U-S.C. 1348), and sec.

6(c) of the Department of Transportation
Act (43 0.5.C. 1655(¢)))

Yssued in Jamaica, N.X., on Novem-
ber 17, 1976.
L. J. CarpINALL,
Acting Director, Eastern: Region.

§71.181 [Amended]

,1. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
amend the description of the Hornell,
N.Y., transition area as follows:

Delete all after “from a 290° bearing to
g 319° bearing from the atrport.”

[FR. Doc.76-35148 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

_ [Alrspace Docket No. 76-SO-83]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOY ROUTES, CON-
;glONTLLEDS AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Designation of Transition Area

On September 20, 1976, & notice of pro-
posed rulemaking was published in the
Feperar, REGISTER (41 FR 40499), stating
that the Federal Aviation Administration
was considering an amendment to Parb
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
that would designate the New Smyrna
Beoch, Fla., transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule-
making through the submission of com-
ments, Al comments received were fa-
vorable,

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
11 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0901 Gxn.t., Febru-
ary 24, 1977, as hereinafter set forth.

In §71.181 (41 FR 440), the following
transition area is added:
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ljzzw SMYRNA Bm_cn, FraA.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile
radius of New Smyrna Beach Airport (lat.
28°03’16’* N., long. 80°66'64'" W.); excluding
that portion that coincides with the Daytons
Beach transition area.

(Sec, 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49

U.8.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act.(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Novem-

ber 15, 1976. - .
- Pamrre M. SWATEXK,

Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.76-34837 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 76-S0-84]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, -CON-
';gﬁ\:._}.gb AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

) Alteration of Transition Area
On September 20, 1976, a notice of

proposed rulemaking was published in

the FEDERAL REGISTER (41 FR 40498),
stating that the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration was considering an amendment
to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Reg-
ulations that would alter the Titusville,
Fia., transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an’

opportunity to participate in the rule-
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments received were
favorable. .

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Febru-
ary 24, 19717, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (41 FR 440), the Titusville;

. Fla., transition ares is amended. to read:

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile
radius of the Titusville-Cocoa Ailrport (lat.

28°30'42'’ N., long. 80°48'00’ W.); within an.

8.6-mile radius of Kennedy Spaceport (lat.
28°36'63'’ N., long. 80°41’41"’ W.).

(Sec. 307(a) , Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49
U.8.C. 1348(n)); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Novem-
ber 15, 1976. .
PramLe M. SWATEK,
Director, Soutlgern Region.
[FR Do¢.76-34838 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Alrspace Docket No, 76-S0-102]

- PART 71—DESIGNATION . OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area
The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions 1s to alter the Naples, Fla., transi-
tion area. .
The Naples transition area is de-
scribed in § 71.181 (41 FR 440). In the

description, extensions are predicated on
the 041° and 228° bearings from the
Naples RBN. The Naples RBN is being
relocatéd on the airport which will resulb

RULES AND REGULATIONS

in a change in the final approach course
bearings, It is necessary to alter the de-
stription to reflect the change in bear-
ings. Since this ameéndment is minor in
nature, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations

. is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t. Febru- "

ary 24, 1977, as hereinafter set forth.

In §71.181 (41 FR 440), the Naples,
.'lfs‘la., transition area is amended as fol-
OWS:

“¢ '« + 041° and 228° bearing from the

-Naples RBN * * #” i5 deleted and "¢ * #

051° and 221° bearings from the Naples RBN
(lat: 26°09°20’” N., long. 81°46’26"/ W.) & &
is substituted therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49
U.S.C. 1348(a)), sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1656(c)).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Novem-
ber 15, 1976.

PrILLre M. SWATEK,
" Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.76-34839 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Afrspace Docket No. 76-WE-28]

.PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
;g?l\ll-l-éo AIRSPACE, - AND REPORTING
T .

'PART 73)—SPEC|AL USE AIRSPACE
Alteration of Restricted Area

The purpose of these amendments to
Parts 71 and 73 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations is to subdivide Restricted
Area R-4808 Las Vegas, Nev., and to des-
ignate a portion of R—4808 as a joint use
restricted area. The area encompassing
airspace at or above 14,500 feet MSL is
included in the continental control area.

The changes will not alter the external
dimensions nor the present altitude des-
ignation. The using agency will remain
the same as will the time of designation
and scheduled activities. The joint use
change will provide more flexible air-
space management and increase the re-
lease of airspace when if is not in use by
the using agency. - ’

Since subdivision of a restricted area
is a minor amendment upon which the
public is not particularly interested and
the action results in increased avail-
ability of airspace to the public, notice
and public procedure thereon are deemed

'unnecessary.

. In consideration of the foregoing, Parts
71 and 73 of the Federal Aviation Reg-
ulations are amended effective 0901
G.m.t., December 30, 1976, as hereinafter
set forth. . .

1. Section 71.151 (41 FR 345) is
amended as follows: “R—4808S Las Vegas,
Nev.” is added.

2. In § 73.48 (41 FR 681) the descrip-
tion of “R—4808 Las Vegas” is deleted and
the following is added: .

‘R~4808N Las VEcas, Nev.
Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 36°41'00"’N.,

Long. 115°56°00"'W.; to Lat. 36°41’00"'N.,

Long 116°14°45”"W.; to I.at. 36°46'00"'N.,

Long. 116°26'30"'W.; to Lat. 36°51'00*'N.,

Long. 116°26'30"'W.; to Lat. 36°51/00''N,,
Long. 116°33'30°'W.; to Lat. 37°16'00''N,,
Long. 116¢3¢'00"'W.; to Lat. 37°16'00''N.,
Long. 116°00°00"'W.; to Lat, 37°28'00"'N,,
Long. 116°00'00’'W.; to Lat. 37°28'00‘'N.,
Long. 116°35'00°'W.; to Lat. 37°08'00"'N,,
Long. 115°35'00"'W.; to Lat. 37°06°00''N.,
Long. 116°66'00'W.; to point of beginning,

Designated altitudes. Unlimited.

Time of designation. Continvous.

Using agency. Manager, United States Enerpy
Research and - Development Administra-
tlon, Las Vegas, Nev.

R-~4808S Las Vecas, Nev.

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 36°46°00"'N.,
Long. 116°26°30''W.; to Lat. 36941'00*'N.,
Long 116°14'45""W.,; to Lat. 306°41'00"'N.,
Long. 116°26’30°'W.; to polnt of beginning,

Designated altitudes. Unlimited.

Time of designation, Continuous.

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Admin«
istration, XLos Angeles ARTO Centor,

Using agency. Manager, United States Energy
Research and Development Administra=
tion, Ias Vegas, Nov.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Aot of 1958 -

(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); and: sec. 8(0), Dopart«

r(nt;x;t) of Transportation Act (49 U.S.0, 1668
c)).

Issued in Washington, D.C!.,, on No-

vember 19, 1976.

WiLLiaM E, BROADWATER,
Chief, Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Divisfon.
[FR Doc.76-34840 Filed 12-1-76;8:46 am])

SUBCHAPTER F-——AIR TRAFFIC_AND GENERAL
OPERATING RULES

[Docket No. 16289; Amdt. No, 05-208)
PART 95—IFR ALTITUDES
Miscellaneous Changes

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 95 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions (14 CFR Chapter I) is to make
changes in the IFR altitudes at which
all aircraft shall be flown over o speci-
fied route or any portion of a route.

-These altitudes, when used in conjunc-

tion with the current changeover points
for the.routes or portions of routes, also
assure navigational coverage that is ado-
guate and free of frequency interference.

Since situations exist which demand
immediate action in the_ interest of
safety, I find that compliance with the
notice and procedure provisions of the
Administrative Procedure Act 1s im-
practicable and that good cause exists
for making this amendment effective
11;:{11;111,11 less than 30 days from publica-
ion, —

(Secs. 307 and 1110 of the Fedoral Aviation

" Act of 1958 (49 U.S.0. 1348 and 1610); and

sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transportae
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1665(c)).)

In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 FR 5662),
Subpart C of Part 95 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations is amended as fol-
lows, effective on December 1, 1976.

Issued in Washington, D.C,, on No-
vember 19, 19'76.

Lrroy A. KEITH,
Acting Chief,
Aircraft Programs Division.
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

-

§95.7024 JET ROUTE RO, 24 is omended 10 delete:

FROM T0 MEA

Hill City, Kons. YORTAC Saling, Kons, YORTAC 186(0
§95.7024 JET ROUTE HO. 24 is onended by cdding:

FROM T0 MEA

Kiowg, Colo. VORTAC Hugo, Colo, YORTAC 18000

Hogo, Colo. YORTAC Hoys, Kons, YORTAC 18000

Hays, Kans, VORTAC Salino, Kens, YORTAC 18000
$95.7030 JET ROUTE NO. 3015 omended to delete:

FROM T0 MEA

Joliet, 1ll. VORTAC , F1. Woyne, Ind, YORTAC 18000

Ft. Wayne, Ind, YORTAC Appleten, Ohio YORTAC 18640
£95.7030 JET ROUTE NO.30 is omeaded by 0dding:

FROM TO MEA
Joliet, Hi. VORTAC Appleten, Ohio YORTAC 18020
£95.7035 JET ROUTE KO, 36 is omended by cdding: .

FROM T0 MEA
.Mullen Pass, Mont, VORTAC Greot Folls, Ment, YORTAC 18000
Great Falls, Mont, YORTAC INT 073 M rod Greot Folls 18040

" YORTAC & 280 M rcd Miles City
YORTAC
INT 073 M red Greot Folls VORTAC  Dickinscn, N.D. YORTAC  yeicu]

& 280 M rad Miles City YORTAC
IMEA is estoblished with o gop in novigatien signal coverage,

£95.7063 JET ROUTE NO. £3 is crnended fo 1ead in pert:

ROM 70 ) HEA

Tunna INT, N.Y, Kennedy, N.Y. YORTAC 24600
§95.7136 JET ROUTE RO, 138 is omended by adding:

» FROM T0 MEA
Spokane, Wosh. VORTAC Mullen Pass, Ment, YORTAC 180060
Mullen Pass, Mont, YORTAC Billings, Moat, YORTAC 31060

$95.7151 JET ROUTE HO. 151 Is enended by adding:
ROM T0 MEA
Whiteholl, Mont. YORTAC Billings, Mcnl, YORTAC 18600
5957154 JET ROUTE RO. 154 Is emended by edding:
FROM T0 HEA
Socramento, Colif, YORTAC Bottle Mountoin, Nev. YORTAC 29000

§95.7158 JET ROUTE HO, 158 is emended by oddiag:

FROM 10 MEA
Molad City, 1do, VORTAC Casper, Wyo. VORTAC 7000
Casper, Wyo. YORTAC Ropid City, $.0, YORTAC 13000
Ropid City, S.D. YORTAC Aberdeen, 5.0, YORTAC 18000
§957174 JET ROUTE NO. 174 is cmended 1o 1¢0d in pori:
ROM T0 MEA
Hyennis, Mass. YORTAC Hetin INT, Maoss. N - 13000
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MAA
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RAA
45000
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45000

45000

HAA
45000
45000

MAA
45000

BAA

45000

43000
45000
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" Bryce Canyen, Utch YORTAC
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i

§95.7178 JET ROUTE NO, 178 is added fo read: N
OM T0
Fort Woyne, Ind, VORTAT Appleton, Ohio YORTAC
§95.7196 JET ROUTE NO. 195 is odded to read:
oM . . TO
Meeker, Colo. VORTAC

§95.7197 JET ROUTE NO. 197 is added to read:
FROM . TO
Gunnison, Colo, YORTAC
Goodland, Kans. VORTAC

Goodland, Kans. VORTAC
Wolbach, Neb, VORTAC

Wolbach, Neb. VORTAC _ . -Sioux Falls, $.D. YORTAC
§95.7198 JET ROUTE NO. 198 is added to read:

FROM T0 ° D

Linden, Colif. VORTAC Mina, Nev. VORTAC

Ming, Nev. VORTAC

Wilson Creek, Nev. YORTAC
Wilson Creek, Nev, VORTAC

Meeker, Colo, VORTAC

§95.7199 JET ROUTE MO, 199 is odded to read:
FROM - ) 0
Wilson Creek, Nev. YORTAC Delta, Utch. VORTAC
Delto, Uteh YORTAC Meeker, Colo. VORTAC

595.7206 JET ROUTE HO, 200 is odded fo read:
FROM - T T0
Linden, Calif. YORTAC INT 004 M rad Linden VORTAC

& 029 M rad Sacramento VORTAC

INT 004 M rod Linden YORTAC
& 029 M rod Sacramento VORTAC

Battle Mountain, Nev. YORTAC

§95.7201 JET ROUTE‘ HO. 201 is odded to read:
M .

T0
Myton, Utch VORTAC INT 040 M rad Myton VORTAC
- & 048 M rad Rock Springs YORTAC
INT 040 M rad Myton VORTAC

Scottsbluff, Neb, VORTAC
3, 068 M rad Rock Springs VORTAC .

§95.7202 JET ROUTE NO, 202 is added to read:

s To -
-Rock Springs, Wyo. YORTAC
Casper, Yyo. YORTAC

Fairfield, Utch YORTAC
Rock Springs, Wyo, VORTAC

§95.7203 JET ROUTE KO, 203 is added o read:
FROM . T0
Billings, Mont. YORTAC Great Folls, Mont. YORTAC

5957204 JET ROUTE HO. 204 §s odded to read:

FROM - T0
Dupree, 5.D. YORTAC Miles City, Mont. VORTAC
Miles City, Mont, YORTAC

Great Falls, Mont, VORTAC
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1./

£95.7509 JET ROUTE HO. 509 Is edded to cead: .
(s 1} T0

RULES AND REGULATIONS

MEA HAA
.S, Cancdion, Border Houlton, Me, YOR 18062 4563
Houlton, Me, YOR U.S. Conadicn Border 18000 45069
) §95.7524 JET ROUTE NO, 524 fs added fo read:
FROM < - T0 MEA MAA
T LevitINT,NY, © U.S. Conadian Border 1800 4509
§95.7553 JET ROUTE NO. 553 is omended to read:
FROM T0 MEA HAA
Peck, Mich. YORTAC U.S. Conadien Border 18000 4505)
§95.7561 JET ROUTE NO. 561 is edded to read:
Presque Isle, Me, VORTAC | U.S. Concdion Border 18000 4563
§95.7570 JET ROUTE NO. 570 is cmended to read: :
FROM T0 - HEA MAA
Albany, N.Y. YORTAC U.S. Conadien Border 18009 4550
§95.7582 JET ROUTE NO. 582 is amended 1o read:
FROM - T0 « HEA RAA
Presque Isle, Me. VORTAC = U.S, Conadion Border 18020 4509

2. . By amending Sub-part D as follows:
595.8003 YOR FEDERAL AIR¥AY CHANGEOYER POIHTS

AIRWAY SEGMENT
FROM - * T0

CHANGEOVER POINT
DISTANCE FROM

Dubois, [da. VOR Dunoir, Wyo. YOR & Dutsis

; Dunoir, Wyo. YOR Boysen Reservoir, Wyo. YOR 15 Dunoir
Dunoir, Wyo. VOR Riverton, Wyo. YOR

Via S clter. Via S olter : 15 Dursir

{FR Doc.76-35143 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER 1I—CIVIL AERONAUTICS
BOARD

SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS
[Reg. ER-976, Amdt. 25, Docket No. 28852]

PART 249—PRESERVATION OF AIR CAR-
RIER ACCOUNTS, . RECORDS, AND
MEMORANDA .

Preservation of Records By Advance
Booking Charter Operators

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
September 1, 1976.

Effective: January 1, 1977,

Adopted: September 1, 1976.

By Notice of Proposed. Rulemaking
EDR-294/SPDR—42/0ODR~12, 41 FR 7417
(February 18, 1976) the Board proposed
adoption of a new Special Regulation (14
CFR Part 371) establishing a new class of
charter to be designated as an Advance
Booking Charter. At the same time, the
Board proposed various implementing
amendments to other of its Economic
Regulations, including Part 249 (14 CFR
Part 249) . By SPR~110, issued September
1, 1976 the Board adopted its proposal to
authorize Advance Booking Charters,
and, for the reasons set forth therein, has
decided to adopt the proposed amend-
ments to Part 249. Accordingly, in con-
sideration of the foregoing, the Board
hereby amends Part 249 of its Economic
Regulations (14 CFR Part 249) effective
January 1, 1977, as follows:

1. Amend [§249.2 by adding o defini-
fion of “charter operator" to read as fol-
ows:

§ 249.2 Definitions.
For the purposes of this part:

- L J L L] L]

“Charter operator” means: (1) any
citizen of the United States, as defined in
section 101(13) of the Act (other than g
direct air carrier) who is authorized
under the provisions of Part 371, to en-
gage in the formation of groups for
transportation on Advance Booking
Charters; or (2) any person not a citizen
of the United States, as definec in section
101(13) of the Act (other than g direct
foreign air carrier) who is engaged in the
formation of groups for transportation
on Advance Booking Charters which
originate in the United States in ac-
cordance with the provisions of Part 371,
and who holds a permit Issued pursuant
to section 402 of the Act authorizing such
transportation.

§249.9 [Amended]

2. Amend § 249.9 by revising para-
graph (a) to read as follows:

& L ] L L J »

(a) Every charter operator (as de-
fined in section 249.2) conducting a
charter or serles of charters pursuant to
Part 371 of this chapter shall retain for
two years after completion of & charter
or & serles of charters true copies of the
following documents at its principal or
genersl office In the United States and
shall make them available upon request

e

. 52865
4

by an authorized representative of the
Board:

(1) Al receipts and statements of
travel agents and all other documents
which evidence or reflect deposits made
by each charter participant;

(2) All receipts and statements of
travel agents and all other documents
which evidence or reflect commissions
recelved, paid to, or deducted by fravel
agents in connection with the charter or
series of charters; and

(3) All statements, involces, bills, and

recelpts from suppliers for furnishing of
goods or services In connection with the
charter or series of charters.
(Secs. 204(n), 402 ond 407 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 19858, as amended; 72 Stat.
743, ')157. and 7€6; 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1372, and
1377. .

By the Civil Aeronautics Board,
PryLiis T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.

Norz—The records maintenance require-
ments in Section 249.9(a) have been ap-
proved by the U.S. General -Accounting Office
under number B-180226 (RO295).

{FR Doc¢.70-35455 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am}

B

[Reg. ER-977, Amdt. 26, Docket No. 23352]

PART 249—PRESERVATION OF AIR CAR-
RIER ACCOUNTS, RECORDS, AND
MEMORANDA .

Editorial Amendment

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
October 27, 1976.

Effective: January 1, 1977. . -
. Adopted: October 27, 1876.

By notice of proposed rulemaking
EDR~294/SPDR~-42/0DR~12, 41 FR T417
(February 18, 1976) the Board proposed
adoption of a new Special Regulation (14
CFR Part 371), establishing a new class
of charter to be designated an Advance
Booking Charter (ABQ), along with var-
ious implementing amendments to other
regulations, including Part 249 (14 CFR
Part 249). By SPR-~110, 41 FR 37763
(September 8, 1976) the Board adopted
its ABC proposal, and simulianeously
Issued rules adopting the proposed im-
plementing amendments, including ER~
976, amending Part 249.

However, by inadvertence, the text of
the amendment to §249.9(a), as set
forth in ER-976, did not accurately re-
flect the language of the proposed
amendment set forth in EDR-294/SPDR~
42/0DR~12. The purpose of this amend-
ment is to make the appropriate edi-
torlal correction.

This editorial amendment is issued by
the undefsigned pursuant to delegation
of authority from the Board to the Gen-
eral Counsel in 14 CFR 385.19, and shall
become effective on January 1, 1977.
Procedures for review of the amendment
are set forth in Subpart C of Part 385
(14 CFR 385.50 through 385.54).

Accordingly, the Board hereby amends
§249.9 of its Economic Regulations (14

IO I

¥
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CFR 249.9) by revising paragraph (a) as
follows:

§ 249.9 Period of preservation of rec-
ords by tour operators, study group
charterers, overseas military person-
nel. charter operators, and travel
group charter operators.

(a) Every tour operator (as defined in
§249.2) conducting' a tour or series of
tours pursuant to Part 378 or Part 378a
of this chapter or every charter operator
(as defined in §249.2) conducting a
charter or series of charters pursuant to
Part 371 of this chapter shall retain for
two years after completion of a tour or
a series of tours, or of a charter or series
of cHarters, true copies of the following
documents at its principal or general
office in the United States and shall
make them available upon request by an
authorized representative of the Board:

(1) All receipts and statements of
travel agents, and all other documents
which evidence or reflect deposits made
by each charter participant or tour par-
ticipant;

(2) All receipts and statements of
travel agents, and all other documents
which evidence or reflect commissions
received by, pald to, or deducted by
travel agents in connection with the tour
or series of tours, or with the charter
or series of charters; and -

(3) All statements, invoices, bills, and
receipts from suppliers for furnishing.of
goods or services in connection with the
tour or serles of tours, or with the char-
ter or series of charters.

- * . ‘ *
» (Secs. 204(a) and 407 of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 766
(48 U.S.C. 1324,1377).) - .

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

. s James C. ScHULYZ,
General Counsel.

[FR Doc.76-35457 Flled 12-1-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL AERONAUTICS
AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION

PART 1212—PROTECTION OF PERSONAL
PRIVACY

Privacy Act Reéulations

The National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA) published on
page 43200 of the FEDERAL REGISTER of
September 30, 1976, a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking setting forth proposed
changes to regulations implementing the
Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-579, 88
Stat. 1896, Public comment was invited
and interested persons were given until
November 15, 1976, to submit comments
regarding the proposed changes. No such
comments were received.

Therefore, pursuant to the_authority
vested by section 203(c) of the National
Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958, as
amended; 72 Stat. 429, 42 U.S.C. 2473(c),
and 5 U.8.C. §52a, the proposed changes
-to NASA’s regulations implementing the
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Privacy Act and amending 14 CFR Chap-
ter V Part 1212 are hereby adopted as
proposed.

Effective date: These changes are ef-
fective as of November 22, 1976, :

Dated: November 23, 1976.

Duwarp L., Crow,
Associate Deputy Administrator.

§ 1212.500 [Amended]

1. Add the following paragraphs (d)
and (e) at the end of § 1212.500:

* * L J * *

(d) Copies of all current NASA system
notices as well as a copy of these regula~
tions shall be maintained for public ac-
cess and inspection in each NASA infor-
mation center (see 14 C.F.R. Part 1206,
Subpart 4 for the location of NASA in-
formation centers). An individual may

‘address any inquiries concerning NASA

systems of records and Privacy regula-
tions to the appropirate NASA informa-
tion center at the address set forth in
14 CFR Part 1206, Subpart 4.

(e) Responses to requests made in ac-
cordance with this section should nor-
mally be made within 10 working days
of receipt of the request by the dppropri-
ate system manager. If this Is not pos-
sible, the request should be acknowledged
within the 10-day period and the individ-
usal informed as to when he may expect
a response. .

§ 1212.506 [Amended]
2. Add the following paragraph (d) at
the end of § 1212.506:

s * * . R
- (d) In the event a reqﬁ%t for access
to a record under this subpart is denied
for any reason or access is not granted

- within 30 working days of receipt of the

request, the individual shall have the
right to appeal. Such an appeal shall be
filed and processed under the provisions
of §§1212.603-607 of this Part. In
any determination by a system manager
denying an individual’s request for ac-
cess made under this section, the individ-
ual shall bé informed in writing of—
(1) The reasons for the refusal; and
- (2) The procedures to be followed to
request a review of the refusal by the
Administrator or his designee, including
the mailing address (see §1212.603).

3. Add the following § 1212.701 under
Subpart 7:

§ 1212.701 Systems of Records for
which exemptions apply.

Exemptions have been invoked, in
accordance with § 1212.700 for the fol-
lowing NASA systems of records:

(a) Inspections Division Case Files
(NASA 101DCH)

-(1) -Seclions of the Act from which ex-
empted. The Inspections Division Case
Files system of records is exempt from
all sections of the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C.
552a) EXCEPT the following: () re-
lating to conditions of disclosure; (¢) (1)

and (2) relating to keeping and main-
taining a disclosure accounting; (e) (4)
(A) through (F) relating to publishing
an annual system notice setting forth
name, location, categories of individuals
end records, routine uses, and policles
regarding storage, retrievability, access
controls, retention and disposal of the
records; (e). (6), (7}, (9), (10) and (11)
relating to agency requirements for
maintaining systems; and “{d) relating
to criminal penalties,

(2) Reasons for exemption. The deter~
mination to exempt this system of rec-
ords has been made by the Administrator

-of NASA in accordance with 5 U.S.¢C. 552
a(j) and this Subpart 7 for the reason
that the Inspection Division of the Of-
fice of Inspections and Security, NASA,
is a component of NASA which performs
as its principal function activity pertain-

«ing to the enforcement of criminal laws,
_zvzi;:hin the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 6562a())

(b)- Security Records System (NASA

10SECR)
- (1) Sections of Act from which ex«
empted. The Security Records System i3
exempt from the following sections of
the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a) ¢ (¢) (3)
relating to access to the disclosure ace
counting; (d) relating to access to the
records; (e) (1) relating to the type of in-
formation maintained in the records;
(e)® (&, () and () relating to
publishing in the annual system notice
information as to agency procedures for
access and correction, and information
as to the categories of sources of rec-
ords; and (f) relating to developing
agency rules for gaining access and mak-
ing corrections.

(2) Reasons for exemption. The deter-
mination to exempt this system of rec-
ords has been made by the Administra-
tor of NASA in accordance with 5 U.S.C,
552a(k) and this Subpart 7 for the fol-
lowing reasons:

(A) Personnel Security Records cone

-tained in the system of records which
are compiled solely for the purpose of
determining suitability, eligibility or
qualifications for Federal civillan em-
ployment, Federal contracts, or access to
classified information are exempt under
the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552a(k) (5),
but only to the extent that the disclosure
of such material would reveal the iden-
tity of a confidential source.

(B) Criminal Matter Records are con-
tained in the system of records and are
exempt under the provisions of 5 U.S.C.
552a (k) (2) to the extent they constitute
investigatory material compiled for law
enforcement purposes.

(C) The system of records includes
records subject to the provisions of 5
U.8.C. §52(b) (1) (required by Executive
order to be kept secret in the interest of
national defense or foreign policy), and
such records are exempt under 5 U.8.C.
552a(k) (1).

[FR Doc.76-35436 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]
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Title 16—Commercial Practices

CHAPTER | —FEDERAL TRADE
COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER A—PROCEDURES AND RULES OF
PRACTICE

. -
PART 4—MISCELLANECUS RULES

Public Records, Confidential Information,
and Freedom of }nformation Act Requests

On February 21, 1975, the Federal
Trade Commission published in the Freo-
ERAL REGISTER (40 CFR 7628) its revised
rules relatingto reqiiests for disclosure of
records. On May 29, 1975, the Commis-
sion published (40 FR 23278) certain
amendments to the provision governing
requests from Congressional committees
and federal government agencies. In
order to clarify and expedite the proce-
dure to be followed by non-federal gov=
ernment agencies in requesting Commis-
sion records, the Commission, pursuant
to 15 U.S.C. 41 et seq. and 5 US.C. 552,

_ amends § 4.11(b) by revising paragraph

12), as follows: .
§4.11- Requests for disclosure of rec-
ords. .

Ed . E 4 *® ., E ]

(b) Requests from government agens
cies and congressional committees. * * *

(2) Requests from agencies of the fed-
eral government should be addressed to -
the liaison officer for the requesting agen-
cy or, if there is none, to the General
‘Counsel for determination. Requests Irom
non-federal agencies should be addressed
to the General Counsel. If'it is deter-
mined that the records are not exempt
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b), the request shall
be granted. If it is determined that the
records are exempt, the matter shall be
forwarded to the Commission for final
determination. -

Effective date: This amendment is ef-
Tective December 2, 1976.
By direction of the Commission dated
November 24, 1976.
CuARLES A, TOBIN,
Secretary.
[FR Do?.76—35380 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

'3

Title 21—Food and Drugs

CHAPTER I—DRUG ENFORCEMENT AD-
%Icl\gSTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF Jus-

PART 1308—SCHEDULES OF
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES

) Exempt Chemical Preparations
" The Administrator of the Drug En-

7 forcement Administration has received

applications pursuant to §1308.23 of
_Title 21 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions requesting that several chemlical
preparations containing controlled sub-
stances be granted the exemptions pro-
vided for in § 1308.24 of Title 21 of the
Code of Federal Regulations.

The. Administrator hereby finds that
each of the following chemical prepara=
tions and mixtures is intended for
laboratory, industrial, education, or
special research purposes, is not intended
for geneial administration to a human

RULES AND REGULATIONS

being or other animal, and elther ()
contains no narcotic controlled sub-
stances and is packaged in such a form
or concentration that the package quan-
tity does not present any significant
potential for abuse, (b) contains elther
a narcotic or non-narcotic controlled
substance and one or more adulterating
or denaturing agents in such o manner,
combination, quantity, proportion or
concentration, that the preparation or
mixture does not present any potential
for abuse, or (¢) the formulation for
such preparation or mixture {ncorporates
methods of denaturing or other means
so that the controlled substance cannot
in practice be removed, and therefore
the preparation or mixture does not pre-
sent any signflcant potential for abuse.
The Administrator further finds that

‘exemption of the following chemical

preparations and mixtures is consistent
with the public health and safety as well
as the needs of researchers, chemical
analysts, and suppliers of these products.
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Therefore, pursuant to section 202(dD"
of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Pre-
vention and Control Act of 1970 (21
U.8.C. 812(d), and under the authority
vested in the Attorney General by sec-

tions 301 and 50i(b) of the Act (21
U.S.C. 821 and 871(b)) and delegated
to the Administrator of the Drug En-
{orcement Administration by, and in ac-
cordance with, Regulations of the De-
parfment of Justice (Title 28 of the Code
of Federal Regulations, Part O), the
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration hereby orders that Part
1308 of Title 21 of the Code of Federal
Regulations be amended as follows:

a. By amending § 1308.24(D by adding
the following chemical preparations:

§1308.24 Exempt chemical prepara-
4 tions,

» L 4 . L 4 L J

(1)...

Manufscturer
or supplice

Produst name and supplles’s eatal>g Now

Form ¢f produst Dateof
sppcaticn

Bocton, Dickinsan &  1-coealne [benzoyl-43H(n)]
Co. Schwars/A{ann

Glass vials or smpulxs: May 20,1976

Divislon.

15}, 3ml, 1 mL

Bio-Rad Labs....... . Humaxn Thyrc!d Stmulating Eitee ceeecce e ——— KS;_’: 200 tests, 100 tests, Joly 21,100G
DO.eeccenrrammmeme Jodine-125 TSI Vil 19ce Do.
DO0uceceeeeeocnee—a ROLLIL AGUTSH, do. Do.
DOeeceececeewn Immobilizad  Gost  Antl-Rablit Gamma do Do.

Glgbulin.
Do.....coeeree—-ee Barbital Bnfler. da. Do.
DO mreeemeemewen- Borhital Buffer Powder. Plactis bottla: 200 ¢Cemmmane Do.
0acmcceccencesmane Q%umudo Rodlsimmuneasay T-f Tracer, Vialil0eCo oo Do..
ne-123,
Do oo T4 Competitive Blndicg Resgent, Todine-125.. Boitlo: 38 ml oo o Do.
b 93 7\ . TR, - Barbital/ANS Bufler, Polyethylena vial:4 0. Aug. 20,1578
Hoflmann-La Abuserecn ™™ \lsimmunoassy fo¢ Cecalns Glass vial: 100m), §mi___ Feb. 6,1976
Ine. Metabelite Positive Usine Contrel
INC Medical Diag- RIA-TEK T4 Kl Xit: 100 tests Apr. 20,1976
nostics Prodnets.
DO e e cemomemmemem LeThyroxine Standard “3™. Yial: 1ml Do.

0 mmenmen 1~Thyroxine Standsard “C*, do - Da.
DOoroo e oeeeeme L~Thyroxine Standsng #12". do Do.
DOuemeem I;-Tn')l-‘mx(ne Btandard “24"_ do. Do.
DO ee e 125 IThyroxine (1251 T4)/ANS. Viak: 10ml Do.

Don oo e = Rabbit Antl-Thyroxine Scrum (T-4 First Anti- do. Do.

DOumrmoo . REAPER T3 EIt - . Kit: 100 tests.._. Do.

b 5 7. SRR Stgillis} 1 t Nenmal RabbitZedipm Barkle Vial: 20 Do.
er,

Do-...ﬂ....,....... Geat Antl-Rabbit Scram (T-3 Second Antle Vials Smlooo Do.

5).

Loderis Labs.........-“Urine Chunls!xy Centrel (Homan) Lavel 0 Vi 2Sml.e e Tnly
Nll[lg‘c.w Disgnostles, TETRIA-S',I‘IJLL.I‘ T Resgent, \

COSR, 6042

catalog Nox

68,1578
Battle: 165ml, 43ml . July 1,197

DO..vennmemeammeer TETRIA-STAT X Buffer catalog No. 6063B... Bottla: 310ml e

T
= 3810, 44512 s, 4t
O e s

1
44650, 44551, 445

logy Serum Control-Dried, catalog Nes.
3, 41038, 44537, 4

Y
—eeeee Toxiology Utin "s:'antml-nr!:d, catalsz Nos. Bottlet10Zeeeeees

Do.
Bottles10ml . ________ May 24,1076
1512,

Do.

£32, 44553,
Ef[nlt Squ]bb:&: Sons, , Axxz‘ggz&mimnl‘&d:mknt Charceal Taltets, LIzt Amber polystyrena visl: May 26,1076

210 tabiats per

b. By amending § 1308.24(1) by deleting the following chemical preparations:

Manufacturer Produst name and rupplier’s eatalog No. Form ¢l produst Date ol
or supplier application
Abbott Labs. « ..o.oo.. CEP Agarose Plates, NDC 0074-0023-12, NDC I‘g!l gon«:h: i:.% by 4in, Mar. 24,1575
Y

0JT4-0
Eggmann-m‘noche, Abucereen T Radl
c. y

. . L)

aimmuneacray for Cecalns GL3Y
Metabolite Positive Urine Contrel.

:0m), 6ml... Feb. 6,156

. 3 -

Effective date: This order is effective
December 2, 1976. Any person interested
may file written comments on or objec-
tions to the order on or before Janu-
ary 26, 1977. If any such comments or ob-
jections ralse significant issues re‘gnrdlng

any findings of fact or conclusions of law
upon which the order is based, the Ad~-
ministrator shall immediately suspend
the effectiveness of the order until he
may reconsider the application in light
of the comments and objections filed.
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‘Thereafter, the- Administrator shall re-
instate, revoke or amend his original or-
der as he determines appropriate,

Dated: November 22, 1976.

PeETER B. BENSINGER,
Administrator,
Drug Enforcement Administration.

[FR Doc.76-35355 Filed 12-1-76;8:46 am]

Title 24—Housing and Urban Development:

CHAPTER X~—FEDERAL INSURANCE
ADMINISTRATION

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD
INSURANCE PROGRAM

[Docket No. FI-2134]

PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH
LOCAL OFFICIALS

Change Made in Determinations of City of
Alexandria, Virginia, Base Flood Eleva-
tion; Correction .

The notice of changes made in deter-
minations of the City of Alexandria, Vir-
ginia, base flood elevations published on
Wednesday, October 6, 1976, in 41 FR
44037 is hereby corrected to read:

On June 25, 1976, at 41 FR 26418, the
PFederal Insurance Administrator pub-
lished a list of communities with Special

Flood Hazard Areas. The list included -

Flood Insurance Rate Maps for portions
of Alexandria, Virginia. .

The Federal Insurance Administra-
tion, after consultation with the Chief
Executive Officer of the community, has
determined ~that it is appropriate to
modify the base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions of some locations in Alexandria.

These modified elevations are currently

in effect and amend the Flood Insurance
Rate Map, which was in effect prior to-
this determination. A revised rate map
will be published as soon as possible: The
modifications are made pursuant to Sec-
tion 206 of the Flood Disaster Protec-
tion Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) and
are in accordance with the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as amended,
(Title X1II of the Housing and Urban
Development Act of 1968, Pub. L, 90-448)
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR Part
1916.

For rating purposes, the new com-
munity number is 5155194, and must be
used for all new policies and renewals.

Under the above-mentioned Acts of
1968 and 1973, the Administrator must
develop criteria for flood plain manage-
ment. In order for the community to con-
tinue participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program, the community
must use the modified elevations’to carry
out the flood plain management meas-
ures of the Program. These modified
elevations will also be used to calculate
the appropriate flood insurance premjum
rates for new buildings and their con-

. tents and for the second layer of insur-
ance on existing buildings and contents.

From the date of this notice, any per-
son has 90 days in which he can request
through the community that the Federal

Insurance Administrator reconsider the .

changes. Any request for reconsideration

RULES AND REGULATIONS

must be based on knowledge of changed
conditions or new scilentific or technical
data. All interested parties are on notice
that until the 90-day period elapses, the
Administrator’s new determination of
elevations may itself be changed. .

Any persons having knowledge or
wishing ‘to comment on these changes
should immediately notify:

Mr. Dayton L. Cook, Director, Department ot
Transportation and Environmental Serv-
ices, City of Alexandria, 1256 North Royal
Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22314, ’

Also, at this location is the map show-

-ing the new base flood elevations. This

map is a copy of the one that will be
printed. The numerous changes made in
the base flood elevations on the Alex-

-andria Flood Insurance Rate Map make

it administratively infeasible to publish
in this notice all of the base fiood eleva-

-~ tion changes contained on the Alexandria,

map.

" (National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title

XIIT of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; (42
U.S.C. 4001-4128) ; and Secretary’s delegation
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis-
trator 34 F.R. 2680, February- 27, 1969, as
amended by 39 F.R. 2787, January 24, 1974.)

Issued: November 11, 1976.

HOwarD B. CLARK,
i AclingFederal
Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-35464 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am}

- rd
[Docket No. FI-2134]

PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH *
LOCAL OFFICIALS

Changes Made in Determinations of City of
Pensacola Beach, Santa’ Rosa lIsland
Authority, Florida Base Flood Elevatians

- On June 25, 1976, at 41 FR 26405, the
Federal Insurance Administrator pub-
lished g list of communities with Special
Flood Hazard Areas. The list included
Flood Insurance Rate Maps for portions
of the City of Pensacola Beach, Florida.

The Federal Insurance Administration, .

after consultation with the Chief Execu-

_tive Officer of the community, bas de-

termined that it is appropriate to modify
the base (100~year) flood elevations of
some locations in the City of Pensacola
Beach, These modified elevations are
currently in effect and amend the Flood
Insurance Rate Map, which was in ef-
fect prior to this determination. A re-
vised rate map will be published as soon
as possible. 'The modifications are made
pursuant to Section 206 of the Flood
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234) and are in accordance with the
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968,
as amended, (Title XIIT of the Housing
and Urban Development Act of 1968,
Pub. L. 90-448) 42 U.S.C, 4001-4128, and
24 CFR Part 1916. -

For rating purposes, the new commu-
nity number is 1251384, and must be used
for all new policies and renewals,

Under the above-mentioned Acts of

1968 and 1973, the Administrator must

develop criteria for flood plain manage-
ment. In order for the community to
continue participation in the National
Flood Insurance Program, the commit-
nity must use the modified elevations to
carry out the flood plain management
measures of the Program, These modified
elevations will also be used to calculato
the appropriate flood insurance promium
rates for new buildings and thelr con-
tents and for the second layer of insur-
ance on existing bulldings and contents,.

From the date of this notice, any por-
son has 90 days in which he can request
through the community that the Federal
Insurance Administrator reconsider the
changes. Any request for reconsidorn=
tion must be based on knowledre of
changed conditions or new scientific or
technical data. ALl interested parties are
on notice that until the 90-day period
elapses, the Administrator’s new deter«
mination of elevations may itself be
changed,

Any persons having knowledge or
wishing to comment on these changes
should immediately notify:

Mr. John Cowley, Goneral Manager, Clty of
Pensacola Beach, Santa Rosa Island Aue
thority, P.O., Box 9008, Pensacola Beach,
Florida 32661.

Also, at this location is the map show-
ing the new base flood elevations. This
map is a copy of the one that will be
printed. The numerous changes made in
the base flood elevations on the City of
Pensacola Beach Flood Insurance Rato
Map make it administratively infeasible
to publish in this notice all of the bage
flood elevation changes contained on the
City of Pensacola Beach, Florida map,

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (‘Title
XTI of Housing and Urban Devolopment Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1069 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; (42
U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secrotary’s delogation
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminig«
trator 3¢ FR 2680, February 27, 1069, ad
amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

* Xssued: November 15, 1976.
Howarp B, CLARK,

Acting Federal
Insurance Administrator,

[FR Doc.76-35460 Flled 12-1-76;8:46 am)

[Docket No. FI-2134]

PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH
LOCAL OFFICIALS

‘Changes Made in Determinations of Narra-
gansett, Rhode Island, Base Flood Ele-
vations

On June 25, 1976, at 41 FR 26415, the
Federal Insurance Administrator pube-
lished a list of communities with Special
Flood Hazard Areas. The list included
Flood Insurance Rate Maps for portions
of Narragansett.

The Federal Insurance Administration,
after consultation with the Chief Execu-
tive Officer of the community, has detor-~
mined that it is appropriate to modify
the base (100-year) flood elevations of
some locations in Narragansett. These
modified elevations are currently in eof«
fect and amend theFlood Insurance

.
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Rate Map, which was in effect prior o
this determination. A revised rate map
will be published as soon as possible. The
modifications are made pursuant to Sec-
tion 206 of the Flood Disaster Protection

Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) and are in-

accordance, with the National ¥lood In-
surance Act of 1968, as amended, (Title
XTIT of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1968, Pub. L. 90-448) 42
U.S.C. 40014128, and 24 CFR Part 1916.

For rating purposes, the new com-
munity number is 445402B, and must be
used for all new policies and renewals.

Under the above-mentioned Acts of

- 1968 and 1973, the Administrator must

. develop criteria for food plain manage-
ment. In order for the community to con-
tinue participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program, the community must
use the modified elevations to carry out
‘the flood plain management measures of
the Program. These modified elevations
will also be used to calculate the appro-
priate flood insurance premium rates for
new buildings and their contents and for
the second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and contents.

From the date of this notice, any per-
son has 90 days in which he can request
through the community that the Federal
Insurance Administrator reconsider the
changes. Any request for reconsideration
must be based on knowledge of changed
conditions or new scientific or technical
data. All interested parties are on notice
that until the 90-day period elapses, the
Administrator’s new determination of
elevations may itself be changed.

Any persons having knowledge or wish-
ing to comment on these changes should
immediately notify:

Mr, Donald Martin, Town Manager, Town

Hgll, 66 Rodman Street, Narragansett,

Rhode Island 02882.

Also, at this location is the map show-
ing the new base flood elevations. This
map is a copy of the one that will be
- printed. The numerous changes made in

- the base flood elevations on the Narra-
gansett Flood Tnsurance Rate Map make
it administratively infeasible to publish
in this notice all of the base flood eleva-
tion changes contained on the Narragan-
sett map.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XIIX of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; (42

US.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary's delega- .

tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad-

- ministrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as

amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)
" Issued: November 15, 1976.

Howarp B. CLARK,
Acting Federal
Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-35462 Filed ]2-1-76;8:45 am]-

1)

[Docket No. FI-2134]

"PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH
LOCAL OFFICIALS

Changes Made in Determinations of byster
- Creek, Texas, Base Flood Elevations

On June 25, 1976; at 41 FR, 26418, the
Federal Insurance Administrator pub-

: RULES AND REGULATIONS

lished a list of communities with Special
Flood Hazard Areas. The list included
Flood Insurance Rate Maps for portions
of Brazoria County, which became’the
Village of Oyster Creek in November,
1974. .

The Federal Insurance Administra-
tion, after consultation with the Chlef
Executive Officer of the community, has
determined that it is appropriate to

' modify the base (100-year) flood eleva-
tions of some locations in Oyster Creek.
These modified elevations are currently
in effect and amend the Flood Insurance
Rate Map, which was in effect prior to
this determination. A revised rate map
will be published as soon as possible. The
modifications are made pursuant to Sec-
tion 206 of the Flood Disaster Protection
Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) and are in
accordance with the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968, as amended, (Title
XTI of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1968, Pub. L. 90-448) 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR Part 1916.

For rating purposes, the new commu-
nity number is 4812558, and must be
used for all new policles and renewals.

Under the above-mentioned Acts of

, 1968 and 1973, the Administrator must
develop criteria for flood plain manage-
ment. In order for the community to con-
tinue participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program, the community must
use the modified elevations to carry out
the flood plain management measures of
the Pfogram. These modified elevations
will also be used to calculate the appro-
priate flood insurance premium rates for
new bulldings and their contents and for

52869

Admintstrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969,

as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)
Issued: November 15, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc76-35463 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. FI-2134]

PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH
LOCAL OFFICIALS

Changes Made in Determinations of Town-
ship of Wayne, New Jersey, Base Flood
Elevations

On June 25, 1976, at 41 FR 26412, the
Federal Insurance Administrator pub-
lished a.list of communities with Special
Flood Hazard Areas. The list included
Flood Insurance Rate Maps for portions
of Wayne, New Jersey.

The Federal Insurance Administration,
after consultation with the Chief Execu-
tive Officer of the community, has deter-
mined that it is appropriate to modify
the base (100-year) flood elevations of
some locations in Wayne, New Jersey.
‘These modified elevations are currently
In effect and amend the Flood Insurance
Rate Map, which was in effect prior to
this determination. A revised rate map
will be published as soon as possible. The
modifications are made pursuant to Sec-
tion 206 of the Flood Disaster Protection
Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) and are in
accordance with the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968, as %nended, (Title
XT0T of the Housing and Urban Develep-
ment Act of 1968, Pub. L. 90-448» 42

the second layer of insurance on existing ~U.S.C. 40014128, and 24 CFR Part 1916.

buildings and contents.

From the date of this notice, any per-
son has 90 days in which he can request
through the community that the Fed-
eral Insurance Administrator reconsider

the changes. Any request for reconsid-
eration must be based on knowledge of
changed conditions or new sclentific or
technical data. All interested parties are
on notice that until the 90-day perlod
elapses, the Administrator'’s new deter-
mination of elevations may itself be
changed.

Any persons having knowledge or wish-
ing to comment on these changes should
immediately notify: .
Village Secretary, Village of Osster Creck,

310 Elm Streot, Oyster Creek, Texas 77541,

Also, at this location is the map show-
ing the new base flood elevations. This
map is a copy of the one that will be
printed. The numerous changes made in
the base flood elevations on the Oyster
Crefk Flood Insurance Rate Map make
it administratively infeasible to publish
in this notice all of the base flood eleva-
tion changes contained on the Oyster
Creek map.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1868 (Title
XIII of Houslng and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effectlve January 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;

(42 U.S.C. 40014128); ahd Secrctary’s dele-
gation of authority to Federal Insurance
- »

For rating purposes, the new commu-
nity number is 345327A, and must be used
for all new policles and remewals.

.. Under the above-mentioned Acts of
1968 and 1973, the Administrator must
develop criteria for flood plain manage-
ment. In order for the community to
continue participation in the National
Flood Insurance Program, the commu-
nity must use the modified elevations to
carry out the flood plain management
measures of the Prozram. These modified
elevations will also be used to calculate
the appropriate flood insurance premium
rates for new buildings and their con-
tents and for the second layer of insur-
ance on existing buildings and contents.

From the date of this notice, any per-
son has 80 days in which he can request
through the community that the Federal
Insurance Administrator reconsider the
changes. Any request for reconsideration
must be based on knowledge of changed
conditions or new scientific or technical
data. All interested parties are on notice
that until the 90-day period elapses, the
Administrator’s new determination of
elevations may itself be changed.

Any persons having knowledge or wish-
ing to comment on these changes should
immediately notify:

Honorable Newton E. Miller, Mayor, Town-~
ship of Wayne, 475 Valley Road, Wayne,

New Jersey 07470.

Also, at this location is the map show-

ing the new base flood elevations. This
map is a copy of the one that will be
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printed. The numerous changes made in
the base flood elevations on the Wayne

Elevation  Width in feet from bank of stream

; et . in feet floed b :
Flood Insurance Rate Map make it ad~  Source of flooding Locaticn nbovpﬁgm m&%ﬁ.&ﬁm oundary faclng
ministratively infeasible to publish in - sealovel T e
this notice all of the base flood elevation ¢
changes contained on the Wayne map. oui0 niver. - piti& L.E. ;3 S 726 2,016 1
(Nattonal Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title - ALY S ——— s 7o 1})
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 04 . O MY oo 7
of 1968), eflective January 28, 1969 (33 FR . riiers Creck. ... Upstream corporatd imit. o —e-o-ooeonnn = 10 )
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended (42 - McKeeo 8. (extended) . —cooaooceen 720 030 )
U.8.C. 4001-4128) ; and Secretary’s delegation Carson St e e e e rma e 85 1)

of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis-

trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as
amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 197}.)

Issued: November 15, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-35461 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

" Y Corporate limits.

- Issued: November 1, 1976.

-~

[Docket No. FI-2224] ’

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-
DICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation for the-Borough of
McKees Rocks, Allegheny County, Pa.

T

[Docket No. FI-2447]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
The Federal Insurance Administrator. ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-

in accordance with section 110 of the DICIAL REWEW_
Flood-Disaster Protection Act of 1973 Final Flood Elevation for the Borough of
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat: 980, which Leesport, Berks County, Pa. .
added section 1363 to the National Flood The Federal Insurance Administrator,
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIT of the in accordance with section. 110 of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
1968 (Pub., L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001~ (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, .which
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.10)), added section 1363 to the National Flood
hereby gives notice of his final determi~ Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
nations of flood elevations for the Bor- Housing and Urban Development Act of
ough of McKees Rocks, Allegheny Coun- 1968 (Pub. 1. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
ty, Pennsylvania under § 1917.9 of Title 4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.10)),
24 of the Code of Federal Regulations. hereby gives notice of his final deter-
The Administrator, to whom the Sec- minations of flood elevations for the
retary has delegated the statutory au- Borough of Leesport, Berks County,
thority, has developed criteria for flood Pennsylvania under § 1917.9 of Title 24
plain management in flood-prone areas. of the Codeof Federal Regulations.
In order to continue participation in the  mmo aAgministrator, to whom the Sec-

National Flood Insurance Program, the
Borough must adopt flood plain manage- - Fetary has delegated the statutory au-

ment measures that are consistent with thority, has developed eriteria for flood
these criteria and reflect the base flood plaid management in flood-prone areas.
elevations determined by the Secretary In order to continue participation in the -
in accordance with 24 CFR Part 1910. National Flood Insurance Program, the

In accordance with Part 1917, an 0b~ Borough must adopt fl 0od plain msn-
portunity for the community or individ- uehh P ) p

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act
-of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 {33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.8.C\
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurfince Administrator, 34
FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

J. RoBert HUNTER,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

" [FR Doc.76-35325 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am)

agement measures that are consistent
with these criteria and reflect the base
flood elevations determined by the Sec«
r!e?fi%ry-m accordance with 24 CFR Part
1 .

In accordance with Part 1917, an op-
portunity for the community or in-
dividuals to appeal this determination to
or through the community for o period
of ninety (90) days has been provided.
Pursuant to §1917.9(a), the Administra-
tor has resolved the appeals presented by
the community. Therefore, publication of
this notice is in complance with
§198117.10.

Final flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locations.
Maps and other information showing
the detailed outlines of the flood-prono
areas and the final elevations are avail-
able for review at Borough Hall, 222
Spring Garden Street, Leesport.

Accordingly,” the Administrator has
determined the 100-year (i.e., flood with
one-percent chance of annual occur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below:

-

uals to appeal this determination to or

through' the community for a period of Eigv!netoign w{gul: o{fy{rwfx '«;3"‘1 ‘3&% ug s}jr?‘!’g
ninety (90) days has been provided. PUr- " goores of floodin Locati b oW nsiream e
suant to §1917.9(a), the Administrator - s _ et ealovel | e DA —
has resolved the appeals presented by . Left Tulghit
the community. Therefore, publication b— Soathos o - d - e o
3 i 3 Schuylk iver .- outheast corporate BmitS. v cvanaao oo i
°£ this nOtlce iS m comphance Wlth . Apple St. (e,xmx]de'd)___l_ _______________ 263 300 ‘:.“.’0
samn. R el - taitenged 2 oo, W
Final flood elevations (100-year flood) Aviineton D, (extondady. == o perd
are listed below for selected locations. Noxtfv?wt oo'rpga%elicr;ﬁfs:: ......... 243 00T

Maps and other information showing the

detailed ouflines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are available for

review at the second floor in the Borough
Building, Bell and Linden Streets, Mc-
Kees Rocks, '

Accordingly, the Administrator has
determined the 100-year (l.e., flood with
one-percent chance of annual occur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below:

1 Corporate limits.

Issued: November 1,1976.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIT of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1868), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.8.C.,
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34
FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

J. RoBerT HUNTER, «
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-36326 )Fned 12-1-76;8:45 am] - !

T
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[Docket No. FI-2280]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
'ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-
DICIAL. REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation for the City of
Bellbrook, Greene County, Ohio

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
4n accordance with section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIT of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001~
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.10)),
hereby gives notice of his final determi-
nations of flood elevations for the City of
Bellbrook, Greene County, Ohio under
§ 1917.9 of Title 24 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations.

The Administrator, to whom the Sec-~
retary has delegated the statutory au-
thority, has developed criteria for flood
plain management in flocd~prone areas.
In order to continue participation in the
National Flood Insurance Program, the

City must adopt flood plain management
measures that are consistent with these
criteria and reflect the base flood eleva-
tions determined by the Secretary in ac-~
cordance with 24 CFR Part 1910.

In accordance with Part 1917, an op-

+ portunity for the community or individ-

uals to appeal this determination to or
through the community for a period of
ninety (903 days has been provided. Pur-
suant to § 1917.9(a), the Administrator
has resolved the appeals presented by the
community. Therefore, publication of
this notice is in compliance with
§ 1917.10.

Final flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locations.

Maps and other information showing the

detailed outlines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are available for
review at the City Building, 15 East
Franklin Street, Bellbrook.

Accordingly, the Administrator has de-
termined the 100-year (i.e., flood with
one-percent chance of- nnnual occur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below:

-

Elovation \Hdlh in fect from bank of stream

n foect 003t flood boundary facing
Source of flooding Location abova mean dawns!nn.n
R sea level
Telt Right

Sugar Creck ........ -- Periwinkie Dr (exleudcd) ......... 170 ]

- Corpom(e J LT T T 120 [

: 0 450 @&
Lxmc Sugar Creek..... Corpomm Timits [ T - 812 85 330
Stats Highway 725, . e eeee 5 0 €0
Maple 8t. {extended)...... 82 80 140
Carporate limits (south). . TS (U] 210
Possum-Run..__...._ Corporate limfits (west) o - coeee 210 20 15
Bellevlew Dr e ceccccmecaccneer e £ 8 20
* Little Sugar Creck Rd. ... S8 83 130
Brewster's Run ..... -- Corporate Hmits (west). ... , 83 200 120
' Plantation Trol) e e ccncmmncncevronna 88 140 [
KemAN DI e e ctma e cnom e e 83 170 370
. Portage Path,....,-“_,..”-.-. - 813 129 125
Mareia Dr.. £33 100 210
Barnett Dr. - 8w 110 145
Little Miami River Brookwood St. T [G] 2,210

bypass (outside State XGghway 725, . e ceseeereennnvana ks ()
corpprate limits). Hess Rd. (extended) /‘ Tt tl) 700
(North) Belair Circle (extended) .o eenn T U]

1 Corporate limits.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIX of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1908), a5 amended; 42 US.C.
4001—4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admintstrator, 34

FR 2680, Feb_ruary 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

Issued: November 1, 1976.

©

J. Rosent HUNTER,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-35324 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

R [Docket No. FI-2449]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-
DICIAL REVIEW

- Final Flood Elevation for the City of
Oshkosh, Wis.

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XTI of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.10)),
hereby gives notice of the final deter-

+
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minations of flood elevations for the
City of Oshkosh, Wisconsin under
§ 1917.8 of Title 24 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations.

‘The Administrator, to whom the Sec-
retary has delegated the statutory au-
thority, has developed criteria for flood
plain management in flood-prone areas.
In order to continue participation in the
National Flood Insurance Program, the
City must adopt flood plain management
measures that are consistent with these
criterin and reflect the base flood eleva-
tions determined by the Secretary in ac-
cordance with 24 CFR Part 1910.

In accordance with Part 1917, an op-
portunity for the community or indi-
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viduals to appeal this determination to
or through the community for a perlod
of ninety (90) days has been provided.
Pursuant to § 1917.8, no appeals were re-
ceived from the community or from in-
dividuals within the community. There-
fore; publication of this notice is in com-
pliance with § 1917.10.

Final flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locations.

Maps and other information showing the

. detailed outlines of the flood-prone areas

and the final elevations are available for
review at City Hall, Oshkosh, Wisconsin
54701.

Accordingly, the Administrator has
determined the 100-year (l.e., flood with
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below:

Elmﬂon Wwidth from shoreline or bank oi
in feet stream (facing

\ downstrenm,
Bource of fiGoding Location abovc:s! m&an 100-yr flood boundary (feot) ) ta
5¢3 lev
Right Left
Fox RIVETa e cmeeo. - Copgress St . 750 . 1,000 "0
Wlsoonsin Ave. 749 0 0
Main 8 - 749 0

0

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XTIX of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator 34

FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

Issued: November 1, 1976,

J. RoBERT HUNTER,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

{FR Doc.76-35330 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

" [Docket No. FI-2224]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-
DICIAL REVIEW ~

Final Flood Elevation for the City of _
Wilkes-Barre, Luzerne County, Pa.

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. I. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added section. 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title X1II of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§.1917.10)),
hereby gives notice of his final deter-
minations of flood elevations for the
City of Wilkes-Barre, Luzerne  County,
Pennsylvania under § 1917.9 of Title 24
of the Code of Federal Regulations.

The Administrator, to whom the Sec-
retary has delegated the statutory au-
thority, has developed criteria for flood
plain management in flood-prone areas.
In order to continue participation in the
National Flood Insurance Program, the
City must adopt flood plain management

measures that are consistent with these
criteria and reflect the base flood eleva~
tions determined by .the Secretary in ac~
cordance with 24 CFR Part 1910,

In accordance with Part 1917, an op~
portunity for the community or indi-
viduals to appeal this determination to
or through the community for a period
of ninety (90) days has been provided.
Pursuant to § 1917.9(a), the Administra-
tor has resolved the appeals presented
by the community.*Therefore, publica-
tion of this notice Is in compliance with
§ 1917.10.

Fmal flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locations.
Maps and other information showing the
detailed outlines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are available for
review at the main‘entrance of City Hall,
North Washington and East Market
Streets, Wilkes-Barre.

Accordingly, the Administrator has
determined the 100-year (1.e., flood  with
one percent chance of a.nnua.l occur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below:

E]ovaﬁon Width in Ioet from bank of stream

. 00-yr 11 bonndary tncinz
Source of flooding R -- Location a‘bove Iean
. sea lovel
R Yeft Right
_Busquehanna River.... ConRail bridge near Gordon AVOaaee 546 210
est Markel treet Bridge.eeemeceeeeem 548 110 1
North Street B 549 200 l;
mf,e‘limnq 551 - 370 () B
lomon CrecKeaenoaae Waller Street Bridge.cmeeacovamccmmamnee= ~ 540 730
Bolomon Barney Btreet Bridgs 511 910 1,530
Reagent Strect Bri&ge ___________ 542 740 2,530
Franklin Street Bridge. - —eoemeveaeaa— 543 630 2,500
Siaes Steas: Bdae 57 48 e
Mill Creekemmncoaeanan Sidney Street Bridge.
Mill Street Bridgo. e cmmeeresmvasmmmmaam - 20 20
. Mayock Street Bridge __________ 587 25 8
o i o 8 2
Laurel Bun. ........ — Con ze. “
. fﬁﬂm bridge near Railroad St..ne-on 568 10 20
Street Bridge. oo e e 576 10 15
Govier Btreet Bridge. 580 20
1 Corporate limit: . _ .

¢
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(Natlonal Blood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIX of Houslng and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 23, 1968), 83 amended; 42 USC.
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of nuthority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 3%

FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1674.)

Issued: November 1, 1976.

J. Rosenr HUNTER
Federal Insurance Administrator.

. [FR Doc.76-35328 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

, S

{Docket No. FI-2256]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-
DICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation for the County of
Scott, lowa .

The Federal Insurance Administra-
tor in accordance with section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968, (Title XIIT of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 24 CFR, Part 1917 (3 1917.10)),
hereby gives notice of his final deter-
minations of flood elevations for Scott
County, Towa under § 1917.9 of Title 24 of
the Code of Federal Regulations.

The Administrator, to whom the
Secretary has delegated the statutory au-
thority, has developed criterla for flood
plain management in flood-prone areas.
In order to continue participation in the
National Flood Insurance Program, the
County must adopt flood plain manage-

ment measures that are consistent with
these criterin and reflect the base flood
elevrations determined by the Secretary
in accordance with 24 CFR Part 1910.

In accordance with Part 1817, an
opportunity for the community or indi-
viduals to appeal this determination to
or through the community for a period
of ninety (90) days has been provided.
Pursuant to §1917.9(a), the Adminis-
trator has resolved the appeals presented
by the community. Therefore, publica-
tion of this notice is in compliance with
§ 1917.10.

Final flood elevations ( 100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locatlons.
Maps and other information showing the
detatled outlines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are avaflable for
review at the bulletin board in the Iobby
of the Scott County Courthouse, 412 West
4th Street, Davenport, Iowa. .

Accordingly, the Administrator has
determined the 100-year (l.e., flood with
one-percent chance of annual -occur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth below:

Elovation Wldlh i3 foct Imm bank cf stream
in feet to 100yt ficed

teondary f3cing
Soures of flooding Towmtlon ;bovc mean
ses Jovel
Talt Right
Spencer Creek......... ’Upstn:.m oorpomtb NUmits. ceeeccrecees [~ 0 20
East G7th 5 [4X] 0 100
Wells F en'y Rd &2 140 120
East Vall o] 310 20
Black Hawk Creck...- 1751t npstrenm Of I-280. ceeceecnccococee w3 10 1,200
200t ownstmam [11 @ G-, 1 MO i3 0 1,080
Duck Creek County road @3 00 210
County trunk [ 20 . 370
E o BB
corporslo HilS e veceeee. . It L
lﬂsis!ppl River.a.... Upstr-:am corporats imit. .o eececes - 35 200
Bowkers Lane (extended).. 3 8 120
Downstream carporats llmlt and ity of 52 130
‘Upl?ircam !.n lhn!t [oy) [}
curpo cossmeeenmearen 7
Lock and dom NO, 14a.ceceeoceccancace &8 oo
South Epencers Bd. ( ded).. 0] 1,200
Downstream esrporato imit and ¢ cuy [ 575 Q 2,370
Bettendorf.

U] corporats limit and elty of ot ® 200
Unnamed road 503 1,4%0
Downstream  Musecatine County and 53 @ <

Scott County.

1 Corporate limit,

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIT of Houslng and Urban Development Act.

of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1068), sa amended; 42 US.C.
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admintstrator, 34
FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended.by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1874.)

Issued: November 1, 1976.

J. RoserT HUKTER,
Federal Insurance Administrator.
[FR Doc.76-35321 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

-
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{Docket No. FI-2448]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM }:LOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND -JU-
DICIAL_REVIEW . .

F'nal Flood Elevation for the Town of .
Belhaven, N.C.

The Federal Insurance Administrator,

-In accordance with Section 110 of the

Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (‘Title XIIT of the
Housing and Urban Developthent Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1017 (§ 1917.10)),
hereby gives notice of the final deter-
minations of flood elevations for the
Town of Belhaven, North Carolina under
§ 1917.8 of Title 24 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations.

The Administrator, to whom the Secre-
tary has delegated the statutory author-
ity, has developed criteria for flood plain
management in flood-prone areas. In
order to continue participation in the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program, the

REGULATIONS

Town must adopt flood plain manage-
ment measures that are consistent with
these criteria and reflect the base flood
elevations determined by the Secretary
in accordance with 24 CFR Part 1910.

In accordance with Part 1917, an op-
portunity for the community or indi-
viduals to appeal this determination to or
through the community for a period of
ninety (90) days has been provided.
Pursuant to § 1917.8, no appeals were re~
ceived from the community or from indi-
viduals within the communify. There-
fore, publication of this notice is in com-~
pliance with § 1917.10.

Final flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locations.
Maps and other information showing the
detailed outlines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are available for
review at Town Hall, Belhaven, North
Carolina 27810. .

Accordingly, the Administrator has
determined the 100-year (i.e., flood with
one percent chance of annual occur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below:

5

Elevation in fect

Source of flooding Location abovo mean
. 4 sealovel
e > —— e e - At
Pungo River and Entire lown, cxcept the 300 northernmost feet of U8, Route204. ... ... 7
I’antcgo Creck, i R , )

—

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIX of Houslng and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator 34

FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

Issued:r November 1, 1976.

- a

J. ROBERT memm
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-35323 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. FI-2167]

PART 1917—APPEALS - FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-
DICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation for the Town of
Conklin, Broome County, N.Y.

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973

(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which-

added section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.10)),
hereby gives notice of his final determi-
nations of flood elevations for the Town
of Conklin, Broome County, New York
under § 1917.9 of Title 24 of the Code of
Federal Regulations. }
The Administrator, to whom the Sec-
retary has delegated the statutory au-
thority, has developed criteria for flood
plain management in flood-prone areas.
In order to continue participation in the

National Flood Insurance Program, the:

. Town .must adopt flood plain manage~

ment measures that are consistent with
these crxtena. and reflect the base flood
elevations determined by the Secretary
in accordance with 24 CFR Part 1910.

In accordance with Part 1917, an op-
portunity for the community or individ-
uals to appeal this determination to or
through the community for a period of
ninety (90) days has been provided. Pur-
suant to §1917.9(a), the Administrator
has resolved the appeals presented by the
community. Therefore, publication of
this notice is in compliance with
§ 1917.10.

Final flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed ‘below for selected locations.
Maps and other information showing the
detailed outlines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are available for
review at the Town Hall Community
Center, Conklin Road, Conklin,

Accordingly, the Administrator has de-
termined the 100-year (.., flood with
one-percent chance of annua.l oceur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below: ;

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 233—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1976
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i T bty e
- % ST flood :
Source of fooding B Loeation nharahmim doanstream i
g love
- Lelt RIzht
Susquehanna River... South corporate MmitSee e n e creancans g 40
Route so?gﬂdne &1 i) (63
Powers Rd BT - 1059 (Y]
River Blvd 823 2,70 (U]
Kirkwood Strect Bridgo. e e e enceveean £52 1,30 (0]
> North co: mta UmHS e s e mcevaen ——— 849 260 (V]
Little Snake Creck. . .- Bmd.v 1,047 il 2
Murphy Rd. (eslendml)......._........ £9 0 49
N Steward Rd. (extended )....._....,_... 0G3 iy 120
Snake Croek and ConRall Lirldze _— 85 pat ) pH) 718
Snake Creek_ ...~ Scuth corporate mits. oo _.. £34 0o je}
Route 7A bridge. o oo e rae e LB 0 80

1 Comoratzhmxt.s.

. (Natlonal Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Davelopment Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1963 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1868), as amended; 42 U.S.C.

4001-4128; and

tary's delegation of asuthority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34

FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

Issued: November 1, 1976.

- Y

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Federal Insurance Administraior.

{FR Doc.76-35322 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. FI-2215]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND JU-
DICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation for the Township of
Jenkins, Luzerne County, Pa.

‘The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with section 110 of the
Flocd Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added
section 1363 to the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (Title XX of the Hous-
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968
(Pub. L. 90—448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128,
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (81917.10)),
hereby gives notice of his final determl—-
nations of flood elevations for the Town-
ship of Jenkins, Luzerne County, Penn-
sylvania under § 1917.9 of Title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations.

“The Administrator, to whom the Sec-
retary has delegated the statutory au-
thority, has developed criteria for flood
plain management in flood-prone areas.
In order to continue participation in the
National Flood Insurance Program, the
. Township-must adopt flood plain man-
agement measures that are consistent

with these criteria and reflect the base
flood elevations determined by the Secre-
tary in accordance with 24 CFR. Part
1910.

In accordance with Part 1917, an op-
portunity for the community or individ-
uals to appeal this determination to or

through the community for a perlod of -

ninety (90) days has been provided. Pur-
suant to §1917.9(a), the Administrator
has resolved the appeals presented by the
community. Therefore, publication of
this notice is in compliance” with
§ 1917.10.

Final flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locations.
Aaps and other information showing the
detailed outlines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are available for
review at the Commissioner’s Room,
Jenkins Tovnship Volunteer Bose Com-
pany Building, 2 Second Street, Port
Griffith, Pittston, Pennsylvania.

Accordingly, the Administrator has de-
termined the 100-year (i.e., flood with
one-percent chance of annual cccur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth
below:

-~

Source of flooding Location

E!avmlgn Width In {202 from bank ef stream
to 100-¥r focd beundary fiucing
abavo mm dgwnsiream

£2a lavel
Iett Right
Susquehanna River.. Corporats limits 243 100
Coal 5t. (extended) . e vcoeomoereeecee 3 jry1 SRR
Market St. (extended). e 0
8th'St 4] 450 .,
- Corporate limit: - ot T .
Source of flooding Loeatlon Ares
. (cquare fzct)
Af1 Creek Reservoir.. Adjacent to southern boundary !nccntralpc:u:rn of ta'mh! e 000
R Rwervoxron Gardner Near sou&hem boundary, east of noerthwest extension of P\.gEylvnnh "é‘?‘iaoo
Turnpike.
P
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(National Plood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIT of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C.
, 4001—4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34
FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 89 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

Issued: November 1, 1976,

v

J. RoBERT HUNTER,
Federal Insurance Admmistrator

[FR Doc.'76-35327 Filed 12—1—76.8 45 am]

[Docket-No. FI-2446]

PART 1917—APPEALS FROM FLOOD
ELEVATION DETERMINATION AND Ju-
DICIAL REVIEW

Final Flood Elevation for the Township of
Loyalsock, Lycoming County, Pa.

- 'The Federal Insurance Administrator,
. In accordance with section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XTIT of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42-T.S.C. 4001~
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.10)),
hereby gives notice of his final deter-
minations of floqd elevations for the
Township of Loyalsock, Lycoming
" County, Pennsylvania under § 1917.9 of
Title 24 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations,

‘The Administrator, to whom the Sec-
retary has delegated the statutory au-
thority, has developed oriteria for flood
plain management in flood-prone areas.
In order to continue participation in the
National Flood Inswrance Program, the

Township must adopt ficod plain man-
agement measures that are consistent
with these criteria and reflect the base
flood elevations determined by the Sec-
retary in accordance with 24 CFR Part
1910.

In accordance with Part 1917, an op-
portunity ‘for the community or individ-
uals to appeal this determination to or
through the community for a period of
ninety (90) days has been provided. Pur«
suant to § 1917.9(a), the Administrator
has resolved the appeals presented by
the community. Therefore, publication
of this notice is in complance with

% 1917.10.

Final flood elevations (100-year flood)
are listed below for selected locations.
Maps and other information showing the
detailed outlines of the flood-prone areas
and the final elevations are available for
review at the Loyalsock Township Build-
ing, 2501 East Third Street, Willlamsport.

Accordingly, the Administrator has
determined the 100-year (i.e., flood with
one-percent chance of annual occur-
rence) flood elevations as set forth below:

Elevaﬁon Width in feet from bank of stream
in to 00-yr flood boundary -facing

Bource of flooding » Location above mcﬁn Team
sea lovel
- Left Right
Lycoming CrecKeeaeoa. Upstream corporate mit- oo - 574 . 560 [Q
569 1,040 (3
I{ayes Tmm 555 1,310 o
Liberty Dr. 550 1,560 (l;
Routs 15 538 100 @
Downstream corporate limit. 536 5 0]
West Branch Pstream corporate limit. ... 527 - 80 ?)
Busquehanna Tinsman Ave, (extended).... 526 3 1)
ver, Canficlds Lane (extended). 524 2,570 o
Loyalsock creek... . .. Upsh'cam corporate limit. 566 ) . 50
onkle Rd. (extended) o caaceiooe 538 (1; 210
Route 220. 629 Q 70
ConRail 1 524 @ 50

(Natlonal Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 34
FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974.)

Issued: November 1, 1976.

J. RoBerRT HUNTER,
" Federal Insurance Admzmstrator

[FR D0c.'76-35329 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

Title 45—Public Welfare

CHAPTER X—COMMUNITY SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

PART 1061-—CHARACTER AND SCOPE OF
SPECIFIC PROGRAMS

Emergency Energy Conservation Programs
(CSA Instruction 6143—2)

On August 16, 1976 CSA adopted CSA
Instruction 6143-1ga (§ 1061.30-1 through
§ 1061.30-14) which contains agency
program policy for the Emergency En-
ergy Conservation Program authorized
under section 222(a)(12) of the Com-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 233-—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2,

munity Services Act of 1974. Section II
of that Instruction, (§ 1061.30-13) Re-
porting Requirements, established a uni-
form data collection and reporting sys-
tem for all energy conservation activities
and required submission of the Energy
Date Form.

The purpose of this subpart is to set
forth in detail the procedures CSA
grantees must follow in completing and
submitting quarterly the required Energy
Data Form (CSA Form 488). This regu-
lation in no way changes program policy
published in CSA Instruction 6143-1a or

the reporting requirements as outlined
in § 1061.30-13. (Part 11 of CSA Instruce
tion 6143-1a).

This regulation is effective immedianto-
Iy as the reporting requirements have
already been published In the Feperan
REGISTER (July 15, 1976) and were
adopted only after & 30 day comment
period had elapsed.

Effective date: December 2, 1976.

ROBERT C, CHASE,
Deputy Director.

A new Subpart (§§ 1061.31~1 through
1061.31-6) is added to read as set forth
below.

Subpart-—Emergency Energy Conservation

-Programs (CSA Instruction 6143-?)

Sec. .

1061.31--1 . Applicabliity.

1061.31-2 Definitions.

1061.31-3 -Purpose.

1061.31-4 Policy.

1061.31-5 General Instructions.

1061.31~6 Detafled Instruotions for Com-

pleting Form 488 (EDF).

AvurnoriTY: Tho provisions of this subpart
fssued under sec. 602, 78 Stat. £30; 43 U.8.C.
2942,

Subpart—Emergency Energy Conservation
Program (CSA Instruction 6142-2)

§ 1061.31~t  Applicability.

This subpart is applicable to all grant-
ees (or administering agencles) recelving
financial assistance under ‘Title I, sec-
tion 222(a) (12) of the Community Serve
ices Act of 1974 when such assistance is
administered by the Community Services
Administration.

§ 1061.31-2 Definitions.

(a) “Elderly” means persons who are
sixty years of age or older.

(b) “Seasonal Farmworker” shall
mean & person who during the preceding
twelve months worked at least 25 days

. in farm work and worked less than 150

consecutive days at any one establish-
ment. “Seasonal Farmworker” includes
both gratory and nonmigratory
farmworkers, but does not include non-
migratory individuals who are full-time
students or supervisors or other farm-
workers.

(c) “Migrant farmworkex" shall mean
a seasonal farmworker who performs or
has performed durlng the preceding
twelve months agricultural labor which
requires travel such that the worker s
unable to return to his/her domicile (ac-
cepted place of residence) within the
same day.-

(d) “Handicapped” means those ine
dividuals who meet the definition of
“handicapped” individusls as defined in
section 7(6) of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973, as amended, or who are under a
disability as defined in section 1614(3)
(A) or 223(d) (1) of the Social Security
Act or in section 102(7) of the Develop-
mental Disabilities Services and Faclll-
ties Act of 1970, as amended, or who are
receiving benefits under Chapter 11 or
15 of Title 38, United States Code.

1776
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(e) “Indian Tribe” means any tribe, . § 1061.31-6 Detailed instructions for

band, nation, or other organized group
or community of Indians including any
Alaska Native village or regional or vil-

. lage corporation as defined in or estab-
lished pursuant to- the Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act (Public Law 92—
203; 85 Staf. 688) which (A) is recog-
nized as eligible for the special programs
and - services provided by the United
States to Indians because of their status
as-Indians; or (B) is located on, or in
proximity to, a Federal or State reserva-
tion or rancheria. - .

§ 1061.31-3 Purpose.

The purpose of this subpart is to re-
quire grantees who conduct projects un-
der section 222(a).(12) to periodically
submit CSA Form 488 Energy Data Form.
‘This form will accomplish the following:

(a) It will provide CSA with-a quar-
terly picture of grantee provision of
services through eligible activities in En-
ergy programming, as defined in CSA In-
struction 6143-1a, with data on services
to significant populations, indication of
known universe of need, and an estimate
of planned activities for the next quar-
terly reporting period;
_(b) It will provide & quarterly finan-
cial profile of-grantee energy program-

-ming including all relevant financial data
‘needed to assess the grantee’s fiscal posi-
tion.
. §1061.31~4 Policy.

Each grantee conducting projects un-
der Section 222(a) (12) of the Commu-
nity Services Act shall submit CSA Form-
488, Energy Data Form, to CSA on a
quarterly basis.

§1061.31-5 General instructions.

(@) When io Report. CSA Form 488
(EDF) shall be submitted quarterly
based on the grantee’s program year, and
in conjunction with the submission of
CSA Forms 315 and 315a. For example, if
the program year starts on February 1,
EDF reports would be prepared for the
quarters ending April 30, July 31, and
October 31, and would be due in the ap-
propriate offices 20 days after each of the
quarterly ending dates.

(b) Reporting delegate agency (ad-
ministering agency) data. Each delegate
or administering agency shall submit a
completed CSA Form 488 to its grantee
who, in turn, shall submit a consolidated
report to the funding office(s) as re-
quired above.

(e) Number of copies to prepare. Each
grantee shall prepare sufficient copies of
CSA Form 488 (ED¥ for each quarter
of a program year to make the distribu-
tion shown below.

(d) Where io send reports. (1) Each
grahtee shall submit 2 copies of CSA
Form 488 to the funding office from
which support for its program is derived.

(2) Grantees receiving support from
more than one funding office, shall send
2 copies to each.

(3) Timely and accurate completion of
the Energy Data Form shall be a factor
in assessing grantee capability and per-
formance in energy programming.

- - LY

completing CSA Form 488 (EDF).

(a) Section I: Identifying information.
(1) Name-of grantee (or administering
agency). Self-explanatory.

(2) Staff assigned to energy. Enter the
numbers of full and part-time staff en-
gaged in energy programming during the
quarterly reporting period. Include sub-
sidized labor, such as CETA or Title X
workers, but not volunteers.

(3) Quarter ending (month and year).
Enter the appropriate number of the
month ending the quarter, and last 2
digits of the calendar year. (For example,
a report for the quarter ending April 30,
1976 should be identifled as: 04/%76.)

(4) Grantee No. Enter five-digit num-
ber assipned by CSA to each agency, It
should not include action numbers or
fund source code letters.

(5) State. State identification should
be reported as the two-letter postal ab-
breviation. *

(6)_ Service area. If the geographical
area in which energy activities are car-
ried out is the same as the CAA-coverage
area, check the space in front of that
phrase. If, in addition you provide energy
services to some non-CAA areas, that
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space should be checked, and the non-
CAA areas should be listed.

(b) Section II: Services. (1) The abil-
ity to report the specialized information
requested in the following categories de-
pends on the accuracy of a grantee’s in-
take system. Many grantees have devised
locally efficlent in-take forms that pro-
vide us this kind of information. If, how-
ever, you have not devised such a system,
you may wish to take advantage of other
grantees’ experience and use the Op-
tional Core Intake Form derived from
that experlence, Such forms can be sup-
plied by your Regional energy Co-
ordinator. .

(2) Total services. Enter the total
numbers served for each of the eligible
activities carried out by the project dur-
ing the reporting period. (For example, a
grantee operating a weatherization proj-
ect component and a crisis intervention
service would enter the total number of
houses weatherized, e.g. 100, in the block
(A) and the total number of clients
served In the crisis intervention compo-
nent in block (B) e.g. 20. If no other en-
ergy activities were carried out, no other
num;)ers would appear in this horizontal
TOW. .

SECTION i1, 1ERVICES
CEATHCI SRI TOMIMER CT0e T X an e aLTTYNAT 20qC R
SATRCORY 1RATION INTRRYENTICH ! iﬁf;‘:’ég Jaxraticn Gieney © IUFPORT
o (733 IzY) (3 #ny ey 108 Y
1. POTAL SERVICES P
Mhin 100 < 20.
4 gLacaLy
t
L mgRaANT/ !
INC{AN.
* 2. mANDICARSRD .
D JWNEA .
€. AEnTeR 1 I. 1
L aseuiearions F l
RZIULITI CH MLE ‘900 .
i ACTIVITIZS PLAKNED . N
NEXT QUARTIR 250 .

Under Total Services you will find five
categories of special populdtions to whom
the services may have heen provided. The
categories are mot mutually exclusive,
so they may add up to more than the
total services figure. If, for instance, a
household served had residents that were
both elderly and handicapped, that
household would appear in both 1.A. and
1.C.

(3) Anplicants on-file. Report on the
number of requests for services of each
type accumulated by the project, but not
yet served. (If, for example, the 100
houses weatHerized this quarter were the
first 100 to be done out of a total of
1000 requests, the applicants on file, but
not yet served would remain at 800.)

(4) Aclivities planned next quarter.
Estimate of services planned for the up-
coming quarter in each of the eligible
activity areas carried out by the grantee.
(This figure should be a reasonable and
realistic estimate of .the planned activ-
ities for the subsequent quarter's effort,
and should bear a logical relationship to
the anticipated expenditures shown on
CSA Form 315, For example, a grantee
anticipating the additlon of Title X
workers during the next quarter might

{

-

show a substantial increase in planned
weatherization activities, while a grantee
faelng the onset of winter might plan
that fewer units could be weatherized.
In either case, the estimate of services
planned should be as accurate as the
current situation permits.)

(5) Section III: Financial informa-
tion. Report on each category of funds
expended during the reporting period by
source of funds to carry out the services
shown in Section IX. For example, if the
weatherization of 100 houses is shown
in Section IT, the sources of funds for
that activity should appear in the Sec-
tion XX column under weatherization.
Suppose the total amount spent to
r:eatherize those 100 houses was as fol-

ows: - -

810,000 of Section 222(a) (12) money.
810,000 in PmHYA loans.

85,000 of Title X 1abor.

85,000 of CETA labor,

81,000 HCD Title 1.

8500 local United Fund contribtulon.

Each of these $ amounts should appear
as an identified source of funds in the
weatherization column of Section IIT,
as shown below:
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SECTION Y.

1H-KIND C" ATRIBUTIONS

VOLUNTEERS

MATCRIALS DEhett SEAVICES

PERSON MRS, SOURCE - VALUE

KIXD vALUE

RIND VYALUR

T COMDITS

STATEMENT TO RECIPIENTS OF FEDERAL FUNDS: No further moales o7 sthut besclils may bepaid out

under this progeam unless this report is compléted and filed as reqalced by extalan law e2d regalaglcas,
[FR Doc.76-35165 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

Title 47—Telecommunication’
CHAPTER |—FEDERAL .
- COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
[Docket No. 20189; RA-1735; FCC 76-1065]

PART 74—EXPERIMENTAL, AUXILIARY,
. AND SPECIAL BROADCAST, AND OTHER
~. PROGRAM

Adopted: November 17, 1976.

Released: N ovember 29, 1976."

By the Commission: Commissioner Fo-
garty absent; Commissioner White not
partigipating. .

In the matier of amendment of Part
74, Subpart D (Remote Pickup Broad-

. cast Stations) of the Comm1ss19n’s Rules
and Regulations.

1. The National Association of Busi-
ness and Educational Radio (NABER)
timely filed on August 18, 1976, a Peti-
tion for Reconsideration and a Motion
for Stay of the Commission’s Report and

Order, released on July 12, 1976, hereln, -

amending, in its entirety, Subpart D of
Part 74 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations for remote pickup broadeast,
stations.

2, NABER claims prejudice from the
Commission’s issuing the Report and
Order herein before acting on NABER's
petition for rule making filed on Novem-
ber 8, 1974 (RM-2475) to reallocate cer-
tain frequencies from the Remote Pick-
up Broadcast Service to the Buslness
Radio Service, which the Commission
held was outside the scope of this pro-
ceeding and should be addressed in a
separate proceeding.

3. The Motion for Stay was granted to
the extent that the effective date of the
Report and Order was postponed from
August 31, 1976, to November 1, 1976
(Memorandum Opinion and Order, FCC
76-810, adopted August 27, 1976) and
from November 1, 1976, to November 22,

~
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1976 (Memorandum Opinion and Order,
FCC 76-1007, adopted October 29, 19763,
pending action on the petition for recon-
sideration.

4. The Notice of Proposed Rule Mak-
ing herein, released September 18, 1974,
looked toward amendments in nearly all
aspects of Part 74, Subpart D, concerning
Remote Pickup Broadcast Stations. One
proposal was to reduce bandwidth of cer-
tain channels in the 450 MHz band, thus
increasing the number of frequencies
available in this service. There was no
proposal for any reallocation of the fre-
quencles from the Remote Pickup Broad-
cast Service to other services.

5. Thereafter, on November 8, 1974,
NABER filed a petition for rule making,
RM-2475, in which it soughf, among
other things, a reallocation of frequen-
cles here involved from the Remote Pick-
up Broadeast Service to the Business Ra-
dlo Service. Specifically, NABER re-
quested that they be reduced from 100
kHz to 25 kHz and that the resulting
total of 78 frequencies be allocated on
the basis of 30 to the Remote Pickup
Broadcast Service, 30 to the Business
Radlo Service and 18 fo a “reserve™ for
future use based on a demonstrated need.

6. NABER requested that its proposal
be consolidated in the instant proceed-
ing “which in part makes recommenda-
tions for allocation of the same 450 MHz
frequencies.” NABER also requested that
#“the Commission issue a Notice of Pro-
posed Rule Making to amend Parts 2, 74
and 91 of the Rules in accordance with
the proposals set forth herein;” and, in
addition, that “the Commission defer
actlon on that portion of Docket No.
20189 which affects the frequencies in-
volved herein (450-451 and 455-456) so
that the proposals can be considered
along with the relevant proposals in that
docket.”

7. NABER filed a comment in the in-

stant proceeding and incorporated by
reference its Petition for Rule Mazaking,
RM-2475. NABER repeated in its com-
ment the requests for action set forth in
its petition.

8. The Report and Order herein held
that the matter of reallocation of fre-
quencies from the Remote Pickup Broad-
cast Service to other services, as proposed
by NABER, was oufside the scope of this
proceeding and should be addressed in a
separte proceeding.

9. In its petition for reconsideration,
NABER contends that the Commission
action in retaining all split channels in
the Remote PickupwBroadcast Service
and proceeding with the licensing of sta-
tions on those channels prior to resolv-
ing the frequency allocation issues raised
by its rule making petition, RM-24%75,
Ppara, 5 supra, Is prejudicial to any future
action on that petition. NABER asserts
that the Commission should defer action
in this proceeding until it has considered
NABER's petition for rule making.

10. The Natlonal Association of Broad-
casters (NAB) filed, on Sepfember 27,
1976, an opposition to the petition for
reconsideration concluding that “Inas-
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much as the Commission: has allocated
considerable spectrum to meet land mo-
bile’s long term needs and inasmuch as
NABER's latest proposal is groundless
and demonstrably unfeasible, NABER's
Petition for Reconsideration can be
viewed as no more than a final, futile at-
tempt to prevent the inevitable.,” (No
other oppositions were filed.) )

11. In its reply to the opposition (filed
October 7, 1976), NABER contends that
“NAB fails to show that deferral of final
action in Docket No. 20189 with respect
to channel bandwidth and frequency al-

. location until the- Commission acts on
NABER's Petition for Rule Making will
prejudice NAB members.” NABER  as-
serts that “Where one of several compet-
ing proposals for use of frequencies will
prejudice the rights of other parties,
grant of even interim authority is jus-
tified only if it is * * * imperatively nec-
essary * *.* Community Broadcasting
Co. v. F.C.C., 107 U.S. App. D.C. 95, 104,

- 274 F. 24 753, 762,” and that “NAB has

.demonstrated no imperative necessity for
making additional remote pickup chan-
nels available at once.”™ . -

12. In a separate action, the Commis-
sion has considered the NABER petition
for rule making, RM-2475, and has
denied the petition on its merits (Memo-
randum Opinion and Order, FCC 76-
1064, adopted November 17, 1976). _

13. Consideration of the petition for
rule making is dispositive of NABER’s
ground for its petition for reconsidera-
tion. ) - .

14, In.view of the foregoing, it is or-
dered, That, pursuant to Section 1.429
of the Commission’s Rules and Regula-
tions and Section 405 of the Communica-
tlons Act of 1934, as amended, NABER’s
Petition for Reconsideration is granted to
the extent indicated above and In. all
other respects is denied.

15. The effective date of the rules pro-
mulgated by.the Report and Order in
this proceeding was postponed from Aug-
ust 31, 1976, to November 22, 1976, pend-
ing action on NABER’s Petition for Re~
consideration (see para. 3, supra). Such
action having been taken, the effective
date of the said rules is November 22,
19%76. ‘ : -

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35445 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF-
. FIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DEPART-
MENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE
SAFETY STANDARDS

Change of Addresses :

This amendment updates the ad-

dresses given for the Society of Automo-

tive Engineers, Inc., and the United

States of America Standards Institute
in § 571.5 of 49 CFR Part 571. .

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Since-this améndment is for the pur-
Dpose of correcting inaccurate addresses

and does not affect any substantive .

rights, notice and public procedure are
notrequired and the amendment is made
effective upon issuance.

-In consideration of the foregoing,
§ 571.5 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (49 CFR 571) is amended in
part toread as follows:

§571.3 Matter incorporated by refer-
_ence. .
Y * *. .o s

(bh) * *»* -

(1) Standards -of the Society of Auto-
motive Engineers (SAE). They dre pub-
lished by the Soclety of Automotive En-
gineers, Inc. Information and copies may
be obtained by writing to: Soclety of
Automotive Engineers, Inc., 400 Com-

monwealth Drive, Warrendale, Pennsyl-‘,

vania 15096,

(2) * % = ‘

(3) Standards of the United Siates of
America Standards Institute. They are
published by the United States of Amer-
ica Standards Institute. Information and
coples may be obtained by writing to:
United States of America Standards In-
stitute, 1430 Broadway, New York, New

York 10013. P

% 3 ® * b4

‘Effective date: December 2, 1976.

(Sec. 103, 119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718
(16 U.S.C. 1392, 1407) delegations of author-
ity at 49 CFR'1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on November 24, 1976.

N ROBERT L. CARTER,
Associate Administrator,
Motor Vehicle Programs.

[FR Doc.76-35232 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS

[Rev. S.0. No. 1237}
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE
Regulations For Return of Hopper Cars

At a Session of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Railroad Service

' Board, held in Washington, D.C., on tl}e

26th day of November, 1976.
It appearing that an acute shortage

- of hopper cars exists in certain sections

of the country; that shippers are being

deprived of hopper cars required for load--

ing coal, resulting in an emergency, forc-
ing curtailment of their operations, and
thus creating. great economic loss and
reduced employment of their personnel;
that coal stockpiles of several utility com-
panies are being depleted; that hopper
cars, after being unloaded, are being ap-
propriated and being retained in services
for which they have not been designated

-by the car owners; that present regula~

tlons and practices with respect to the
use, supply, control, movement, distribu~
Hon, exchange, interchange, and return
of hopper cars are ineffective, It Is the

opinion of the Commission that an emer-
gency exists requiring immediate action
to promote car service in the interest of
public and the commerce of the people.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that
notice and public procedure are imprac-
ticable and contrary to the public intor-
est, and that good cause exists for malk-
ing this order effective upon less than
thirty days’ notice. ?

It is ordered, 'That:

§ 1033.1237  Servico Order 12373 Regu-
lations For Return of Hopper Cars,

(a) Each common carrier by railrond
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act
shall observe, enforce, and obey the fol«
lowing rules, regulations, and practices
with respect to its car service:

(1) Exclude from all loading and re-
turn to owner empty, either via the ro-
verse of the service route or direct, ns
agreed to by the owner, all hopper cars
owned by the following rallroads:

The Baltimore and Ohlo Rallroad Company
Reporting Marks: B&O .
Bessemer and Lake Erle Rallroad Company
Reporting Marks: B&LE
The Chesapeake and Ohlo Ratlway Company
Reporting Marks: O%O
Consolidated Rail Corporation
Reporting Marks: BA-BWC-CONJ-tOR-
DL&W-EL-ERIE-LV-NHNYC-PC-
P&E~-PRR-RDG-TOC

. Loulsville and Nashville Railroad Company

- Reporting Marks: L&EN-NC-MON
Norfolk and Western Raflway Company
Reporting Marks: 1ACY-N&W-NKI'-
P&WV-VGN-WAB
The Pittsburgh and Lake Erie Rallroad Come

pany
Reporting Marks: P&LE
(2) Carriers named in paragraph (1)

"above are prohibited from loading all

hopper cars foreign to their lines and
must return such cars to the owner,
either via the reverse of the service routo
or direct, as agreed to by the owner.

(b) For the purpose of improving car
utilization and the efficiency of railroad
operations, or alleviating inequities or
hardships, modifications may be author-
ized by the Chief Transportation Officor
of the car owner, or by the Director or
Assistant To the Director, Bureau of Op-
erations, Interstate Commerce Commnis-
sion. Modifications authorized by the car
owner must be confirmed in writing to
W. H. Van Slyke, Chairman, Car Service
Division, Assoclation of American Rail~
roads, Washington, D.C., for submission
to, and approval by the Director or As«
sistant to the Director. .

(c) No common carrier by railroad
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act
shall accept from shipper any loaded
‘hopper car, described in this order, con-
trary to the provisions of the order.

(d) The term hopper cars, as used in
this order, means freight cars having o
mechanical designation listed under the
heading “Class ‘H’—Hopper Car Type"
in the Official Railway Equipment Reg=
JAster, I.C.C.-R.ER. No. 401 issued by
‘W. J. Trezise, or relssues thereof,

1 Addition.

~ , ’
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(e) Application. The provisions of this
order shall apply to intrastate, inter-
state, and foreign commerce.

(f) Effective date. This order shall be-
come effective at 11:59 p.m., November
30, 1976. ’

(g) Expiration date. The provisions of
this order shall expire at 11:59 pam.,
May 31, 1977, unless otherwise modified,
changed or suspended by order of this
Commission.

(Secs. 1, 12, 15, and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379,383,
-384, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1, 12,15 and 17(2).
Interprets or applies Secs. 1(10-17), 15(4),
. and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended, 5¢ Stat.
911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and 17(2).)

It is further ordered, That a copy of
this order and direction shall be served
upon the Association of American Rail-
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of
. all railroads subscribing to the car serv-
ice and car hire agreement under the
terms of that agreement, and upon the
American Short Line Railroad Associa-
tign; and that notice of this order be
given to the general.public by depositing
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of
the Commission at Washington, D.C,,
and by filing it with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Service
Board, members Joel E. Burns, Lewis R.
Teeple, and Thomas J. Byrne. Member
Joel E. Burns not partipicating.

RO3ERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doe.76-35533 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries

CHAPTER |—UNITED STATES FISH AND
WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR

PART 26—PUBLIC ENTRY AND USE

" Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge,
. Ariz,, etal.

The following special regulations are
issued and are effective on January 1,
1977, :

§26.34 Special regulations; public ac-
" cess, use, and recreations for individ-
ual wildliferefuge areas. -

.- ARIZORA )
CABEZA PRIETA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

The Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife
Refuge, Arizona, is open to public access,
use, and recreational activities from
January 1 through December 31, 1977,
subject to the provisions of Title 50, Code
of Federal Regulations, and all appli-
cable Federal and State laws and regu-
lations -and all official signs posted in
the area. For purposes of protecting hu-
man safety as well as the fragile envi-
ronment of the 940,000-acre Cabeza
Prieta National Wildlife Refuge, all entry
into the refuge is subject to the posses-
sion of a valid permit issued by the
Refuge Manager or his designated as-
sistant. Such permit may be obtained at
the offices of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife

. Service located at 356 W. First Street,

. commercial) rockhounding,

. RULES AND REGULATIONS

Yuma, Arizona or at 1611 2nd Avenue,
Ajo, Arizona, between the hours of 8 a.m.
and 5 pam., Mondays through Fridays
(except holidays).

One permit will be required for each
vehicle entering the refuge, the driver
of which must apply in person to receive
the permit and a copy of the public use
regulations. Each person entering the
refuge by means other than motorized
vehicles is also required to possess an
entry permit, obtainable as required for
vehicular entry.

The provisions of this speclal regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally which
are set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31, 1977.

Kora Gare Rance

The Kofa Game Range, Arlzona, is
open to public access, use, and recrea-
tional activities from January 1 through
December 31, 1977, subject to the pro-
visions of Title 50, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, and all applicable Federal and
State laws and regulations and all official
signs posted in the area. For purposes of
protecting wilderness values and the
fragile desert environments of the 660,-
000-acré XKofa Game Range, all motor-
jzed vehicular travel is restricted to des-
jenated routes of travel. Maps deline-
ating such routes may be obtained at
the office of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, 356 W. First Street, Yuma, Ari-
zona between the hours of 8 am. and
5 pam., Mondays through Fridays (ex-
cept holidays).

Camping on the Kofa Game Range is
limited for each person to 14 days during
any 12-month perlod. Recreational (non-
including
digging with simple hand tools, iIs per-
mitted only in the deslenated areakmown
as Crystal Hill, described as follows:

GILa AND SALT Riven Lienmorarw

T.2N,,R.18 7.,

Sec, 2, lots 3 and 4, S1LNWI4 and 5Wis

Sec. 3, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S14Ni4 and
Sia; :

Sec.:f. lots 1 to 4, Incluclve, SIANI% and
Siz:

Secs. 9 and 10;

Sec. 11, Wi5;

Sec.14, NWW¥4;

Sec. 15, Ni6.

The areas described ageregate 3,684.39
acres.

On the remainder of the Kofs Game
Range outside the designated Crystal
Hill area, collecting of rocks or minerals,
or both, is restricted to materials that
are exposed and collectible without the
use of tools. Digging, including the use
of simple hand tools, is prohibited except
in the designated area known as Crystal
Hill,

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally which
are set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31, 1977.
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ARIZONA AND CALIFORNIA
CIBOLA NATIONAL VILDLIFE REFUGE

The Cibola National Wildlife Refuze,
Arizona and Californis, is open to public
access, use, and recreational activities
from January 1 through December 31,
1977, subject to the provisions of Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, and all
applicable Federal and State laws and
regulations and all official signs posted
in the area, and the followinz special
conditions:

¢1) Camp fires are permitted only in
desirmated areas. All other open fires are
prohibited.

(2) Waterskling is permitted only on
the Colorado River.

(3) All motorized vehicles, including
motorcycles, are permitted only on de-
veloped roads. Driving off roads or on
roads closed by sism or barrier is pro-
hibited.

(4) Carrying, possessing, or discharg-
ing firearms on the refuge Is prohibited,
except that legal firearms may be used
during open hunting seasons in desig-
nated areas.

(5) wWildlife observation, photozraphr,
and hiking are permitted.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the rezulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuze areas generally which
are set forth in 'Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31, 1977.

Havast NATIORAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

The Havasu National Wildlife Refuge,
Arizona and California, is open to public
access, use, and recreational activities
{from January 1 throuch December 31,
1977, subject to the provisions of Title
50, Code of Federal Rezulations, and all
applicable Federal and State laws and
rezulations and all official sizns posted in
the ares, and the following special con-
ditions:

(1) Waterskiing is permitted only on
the channelized segment of the Colorado
River except for that portion of the river
called “Topock Gorge” which is desiz-
nated by buoys as being “Closed to Wa-
terskiing’. The north buoy line is lecated
between the 140 hizhway bridze and the
AL, & SF. Railroad bridge. The south
buoy line is located on an imaginary line
between a point 200 yards south of the
southemn entrance to Jops Landing on
the Arizona shoreline and a point 200
yards south of the southern entrance to
Clear Bay on the California shoreline.

(2) The ohserver of a person in fow
behind a boat shall. continuously observe
the person(s) being towed and shall dis-
play a flag immediately afier the towed
person(s) falls into the water and during
the time preparatory to skiing while the
person(s) is still in the water. Such flag
shall be a brizht or brilliant orange or
red color, measuring no less-than 12
inches on each side, mounted on a han-
dle, and displayed as to be visible in every
direction.

(3) Camping Is restricted to tent and
boat camping along the Arizona shore-
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line below the buoy line designating the
southern entrance to Topock Gorge.
Camping is also prohibited at Mesquite
Bay.

Recreational vehicles and tent camp-
ing is permitted at Five Mile Landing
and Catfish Paradise concessions for a
nominal fee, All camping is Iimited to
stays of no longer than 7 days. .

(4) Boating is permitted in all waters
of the refuge except where restricted by
appropriate signs. Wakeless speed only is
permitted east of the buoys on the Bill
Williams River and within the harbors
of Five Mile Landing and Catfish
Paradise.

(5) All wheeled vehicles, including
motorbikes, are permitted on developed
roads and parking areas only. Driving off
roads or roads closed by sign or barrier
is prohibited. -

(6) Swimming, wading, scuba diving
and skin diving are permitted except
where resfricted by signs.

(7) Fires may be built only in areas
where camping is allowed.

(8) Litter facilities are provided only
for recreational users who are swimming,
boating, bpicnicking, fishing, hunting,
hiking or camping, -

.(9) Additional attachments to mobile
homes and travel trailers located at
refuge concessions must be limited to
cabanas, awnings, or similar types of
shades that are easily removable, porta-
ble and not permanently fixed to the
grouhd. They may be equipped with
windbreaks of a similar portable nature
that do not completely enclose the sides,
but may not be utilized for regular liv-
ing or sleeping space or to house house-
hold equipment other than lounge
furniture.

(10) Residents are required to main-
tain their trailers and lots in a neat,
orderly and hazard-free condition.

Trailer slabs, porches, and cabanas are .

not to be used for permanent living space,
or for storage of household goods or
other miscellaneous items with the ex-
ception of lounge furniture.

No storage will be allowed under the
mobile home, travel trailer or porch area.
The interior of the mobile haine, travel
trailer, storage shed or storage yard are
the only authorized storage areas.

(11) Concession operators and tenants
will maintain their facilities and
residences in accordance with Title 25,
Housing and Community Development;
Chapter 5, Mobile Home Parks, Special
Occupancy Trailer Parks and Camp-
grounds; California Administration
Code; State of California.

(12) All trailers,” attachments and
other structures on the lots must be capa-
ble of being removed within 24 hours of
notice. All tires must remain on the
mobile home or travel trailers at all
times,

(13) The mooring of unattended boats
is allowed only at designated boat slips
at Five Mile Landing and Catfish Para-
dise concessions.

(14) Concession residents who are in
violation of refuge regulations may be
barred from llving on or using refuge
lands and facilities.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally which
are'set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31,'1977.

IMPERIAL NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

The Imperial National Wildlife Ref-
uge, Arizona and California, is open to
public access, use, and recreational activ-
ities from January 1 through Decem-
ber 31, 1977, subject to the provisions of
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations,
and all applicable Federal and State laws
and regulations and all official signs
posted in the area, and the following
special conditions:

(1) An area on the west end of
Martinez Lake, consisting of approxi-
mately 175 acres, and an area of approxi-
mately 1,400 geres in the north end of
Ferguson Lake, shall be closed to public
entry during the periods January 1
through March 1, 1977, inclusive, and
October 1 through December 31, 1977,
inclusive.

(2) Waterskiing and towing of any
device with a person(s) aboard, for rec-
reational purposes is permitted only on
certain sections of the main stream
(channel) of the Colorado Rivér where

designated by signs. In general, these -

open area$ are the main stream of the
Colorado River in the Martinez and
Ferguson Lakes area and adjacent to the
Pjcacho State Recreational Area. Back-
waters are closed to waterskiing,

(3) The minimum altitude of aircraft
flying over the refuge shall be 2,000 feet
above ground level.

(4) Boating is permitted in all waters -

of the refuge except where prohibited by
appropriate signs and.in those areas
- closed to public entry.

(5) ‘Blocking of boat ramps or routes
of public access is prohibited.

(6) Hiking, sightseeing, and photog-
raphy are permitted except in those areas
closed to public enfry.

(7) The removal or disturbance of
sand, gravel or rock is prohibited,

(8) Camping; i.e, overnight camping,
is prohibited. It has been determined that
camping is defrimental to the accom-
plishment of refuge wildlife ecological
objectives.

(9) The removal or disturbance of
deadwood is prohibited.

(10) Pets are permitted only if they
are confined or kepft on a leash not to
exceed 10 feet in length, one end of which
is secured so as to restrict the movements
of the animal.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally which
are set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31, 1977,

NeEw MEXICO

" BOSQUE DEL APACHE NATIONAL WILDLIFE
« REFUGE

The Bosque del Apache National Wild-
life Refuge, New Mexico, is open to pub~

lic access, use, and recreational activities
from January 1 through December 31,

“1977, subject to the provisions of Title

50, Code of Federal Regulations, and all
applicable Federal and State laws and
regulations and all official signs pogted in
the area, and the following speclal con-
ditions:

(1> Vehicular access to designated
1oads on the Bosque del Apache National
Wildlife Refuge will be only through the
headquarters entrance, Refuge head-
quarters is located on State Highway 1,
eight miles south of San Antonio, Now
Mexico.

(2) The refuge is open to visitation
during the period from one-half hout
before sunrise to one-half hour after
sunset.

Portions of the Bosque del Apache Na«
tional Wildlife Refuge have been in-
cluded in the National Wilderness Sys«
tem under the Wilderness Act of 1964,
Boundaries of these areas are appropri«
ately posted with “Wilderness Atrea”
signs. The following special conditions
apply to the wilderness areas:

(1) Fires will be limited to camp stoves.

(2) Entry will be by foot only.

(3) Only backpack-type camping i
permitted. *

The provisions of this special regula«
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally which
are set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31, 1971,

OXLAHOMA
SALT PLAINS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

The Salt Plains National Wwildlife
Refuge, Oklahoma, is open to publio
access, use, and recreational activities
from January 1 through December 31,
1971, subject to the provisions of Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, and all
applicable Federal and State laws and
regulations and all official signs posted
in the area, and the following special
conditions:

(1) The public is permitted to enter
upon the Great Salt Plains from the west
along designated routes of travel to col-
lect gypsum (selenite) crystals from
April 1 through October 15, 1977, inclu-
sive, and only on Saturdays, Sundays and
holidays.

(2) For the purpose of collecting
selenite crystals, vehicles will be allowed
only along such travel lanes and poark-
ing areas as are posted for such activity.

(3) Each individual may collect for
his‘personal use up to & maximum of 10
pounds plus one selenite crystal or
selenite crystal cluster per day. -

(4) Digging for selenite crystals will

‘be ‘confined to areas posted for such

activity.

The provisions of this special regula~
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally which
are set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31, 1977.
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SEQUOYAH NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

The Sequoyah National Wildlife Ref-
uge, Oklahoma, is open to public access,
use, and recreational activity from Jan-
wary 1 through December 31, 1977, sub-
ject to the provisions of thle 50, Code
of Federal Regulations, all applicable
Federal-and State laws and regulations
and all official signs posted in the area,
and the following special conditions:

(1) An area of approximately 2,200
_ acres, south of Vian Creek and east of
~ the refuge tour road, shall be closed as
posted, to all public access during ‘the
periods January 1 through March 31,
1977, inclusive, and October 1 through
December 31, 1977, inclusive. This land
is set aside 'to provide an area of mini-
mum disturbance for waterfowl and
other wildlife during the winter months.

(2) Some refuge roads may be closed
{0 vehicle entry from January 1 through

“March 31, 1977, inclusive, and October 1

tArough December 31, 1977, as:posted,
to prevent disturbance of wintering and
migrating waterfowl.

(3) Sightseeing, nature observation,
photography and hiking are permitted.

(4)- Pienicking is permitted only at the
Vian Creek Recreation Area. Picnic fires
may be built at the recreation area only
in the fire grills provided or in camp
stoves or charcoal grills.

(5) Overnight camping is not permit-
ted except for youth conservation groups
supervised by adults. Permits must be
obtained in advance from the Refuge

" Manager, Sequoyah National. Wildlife

Refuge, 412 N. Maple, Sallisaw, Okla-
homa.

(6) Firearms are prohibited except
during authorized hunting seasons when
only shotguns are permitted. Firearms
being transported in a motor vehicle must
be unloaded and dismantled or cased.
Possession of any firearm on the refuge
at night or in refuge areas closed to hunt-
ing is prohibited. Long bows and arrows
are permitted only as authorized in cur-
rent refuge hunting and State ﬁshing
regulations.

(D Boating is permitted in accordance
with Federal and State regulations.

(8) Waterskiing is prohibited in all

_ refuge waters.

(9) Pets must be kept in a vehicle or

- on a leash. Dogs may be used for hunting

is accordance with refuge hunting
regulations. )

(10) Pecan picking is limited to one
gallon per person per day. .

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally which
are set forth in Title 50, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 26, and are effective
through December 31, 1977. -

" W. 0. NeLsox, Jr.,
Regional Director,
_ Albuguerue, N. Mex.
NOVEMBER 22 1976.
) [FR Doc.76—35385 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

PART 26—PUBLIC ENTRY AND USE

Salt Meadow National Wildlife Refuge,
Connecticut

The following special regulations are
issued and are effective during the period
gg.,?';xary 1, 1977 through December 31,

§26.34 Special -xegulations concerning
public access, usc and recreation for
individual wildlife refuges.

CORNECTICU‘I:
SALT MEADOW NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Foot entry to the refuge is permitted
during daylight hours, by advance res-
ervation only, for the purpose of en-
vironmental education studies, hiking,
nature study, and photography. Entrance
permits may be obtained for specific
dates, by mail from the Refuge Manager,
Ninigret National Wildlife Refuge, Box
307, Charlestown, Rhode Island '02813.
Motor vehicles are limited to the desig-
nated parking areas. Pets are not per-
mitted on the refuge unless authorized
in the entrance permit.

Information about the refuge, which
comprises approximately 180 acres, Is
available from the Refuge Manager or
from the Regional Director, U.8. Fish
and Wildlife Service, 1 Gateway Center,
Sult% 700, Newton Corner, Massachusetts
02158,

‘The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern recreation on wildlife refuge
areas generally, which are set forth in
Title 50 Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 26, and are effective through De-
cember 31, 1977.

‘Wirrare C. ASHE,
Acting Reglonal Director,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Noveaser 26, 1976. -
[FR Doc.76-35386 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

PART 26—PUBLIC- ENTRY AND USE

Block Island National Wildlife Refuge,
Rhode Island

The following speclal regulations are
issued and are effective during the period
irg.%uary 1, 1977 through December 31,

§26.34 Special regulations concerning
public access, use and recreation for
individual wildlife refuges.

Raope ISLAND
BLOCK ISLAND NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Entry by foot or motor vehicle on
designated roads and trails is permitted
during daylight hours for the purpose of
nature study, photography, hiking, shell
collecting, shell fishing, and surf{ fishing.
Surf and shell fishing shall be in accord-
ance with all state and local regulations.

The refuge area, comprising 28 acres,
is delineated on maps available from the
Refuge Manager, Ninigret XNational
Wildlife Refuge, P.O. Box 307, Charles-

32383

town, Rhode Island, 02813, and from the

Reglonal Director, U.S. Fish and Wild-

life Service, One Gateway Center, Suite

ggg, Newton Corner, Massachusetts
58.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern recreation on wildlife refuge
areas generally, which are set forth in
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 26, and are effective through De-

_cember 31, 1977.

Wriars C. AsHE,
Acting Regional Director,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
NoveMEER 26, 1976. .
{FR Doc.76-35337 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

PART 26—PUBLIC ENTRY AND USE

Ninigret National W'ldgfe Refuge, Rhode
Islan

The Iollowing specizal regulations are
issued and are effective during the period
January 1, 1977 through December 31,
19717.

§26.34 Special regulations concerning
~-._ public access, use.and recreation for

individual wildlife refuges.
REODE ISLAND
WINIGRET NATIONAL WILDLEFD EEFUGE

Entry on foot is permitted from sun-
rise to sunset on desiznated routes unless
prohibited by posting for the purpose of
nature study, photozravhy, and sight-
seeing, Pets are permitted if on 2 leash
not over 10 feet in length.

The entire refuse beach has no life-
guards. Swimming will be at the visitor's
own risk. Access along designated routes
on the refuge for surf fishing and shell
fishing Is permitted. Surf and shell fish-
ing shall be in accordance with all state
and local regulations.

Fires are permitted only on the ccean
beach. No other fires are permitted at
other locations on the refuze. Camping,
tents, floating devices, and nudity are
not permitted on the refuge. Nudity is
defined as intentional failure by persons
over 10 years of age to cover with fully
opaque covering their own genitals, pnbic
areas, rectal area or female breasts below
o point immediately above the top of the
areola when in a public place.

Over-the-sand vehicles, snowmobiles,
air cushion, all terrain or other similar
vehicles are not permitted on the refuge
except for emergency and law enforce-
ment purposes.

A map of the refuge is available from
the Refuge Manager, Ninigret National
Wildlife Refuge, Box 307, Charlestown,
Rhode Island 02813 or from the Regional
Director, U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service,
One Gateway Center, Suite 700, Newton
Corner, Massachusetts 02158.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations govern~
ing recreation on wildlife refuge areas
generally, which are set forth in Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 26,
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and are effective through December 31,
19717,
WiLLiAm C. ASHE,
Acting Regional Director, .
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

. NOVEMBER 24, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-35388 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

PART 26—PUBLIC ENTRY AND USE

Sachuest Point National Wildlife Refuge,
Rhode Island

‘The following special regulations are
issued and are effective during the period
January 1, 1977 through December 31,
1977.

§ 26.34 Spccial regulations concerning
public access, use and recreation for
individual national wildlife refuges.

RHODE ISLAND

SACHUEST POINT NATIONAL WILDLIFE
‘ REFUGE ‘

Entry on foot is permitted from sun-
rise to sunset on designated routes unless
prohibited by posting, for the purnose of
nature study, photography, and wild-
lands observation, Motor vehicle use is
restricted to designated routes and
parking areas. Pets are permitted if on a
leash not over 10 feet in length. .

The entire refuge beach has no life-
guards. Swimming will be at the visitor’s
own risk. Access along designated routes
on the refuge for surf fishing and
shell fishing is permitted. Surf and shell
fishing shall be in accordance with all
state and local regulations.

Fires are permitted only on the ocean
beach. No other fires are permitted at
other locations on the refuge. Camping,
tents, floating devices and nudity are not
permitted on the refuge.

Nudity is defined as intentional failure
by persons over 10 years of age to cover
with fully opaque covering their own
* genitals, pubic areas, rectal area or
female breasts below 2 point immediately
above the top of the areola when in a
bublic place.

Over-the-sand vehicles, snowmobiles,
air cushion, all terrain, or other similar
vehicles are not permitted 6n the refuge
except for emergency and law enforce-
ment purposes. .

The refuge area, comprising approxi-
mately 228 acres, is delineated on maps
available from the Refuge Manager,
Ninigret National Wildlife Refuge, Box-
307, Charlestown, Rhode Island 02813 or
from the Regional Director, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, One Gateway
Center, Newton Corner, Massachusetts
02158,

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations govern-
ing recreation on wildlife refuge areas
generally, which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 26 and

are effective through December 31, 1977.

- Wirriam C, ASHE,
Acting Regional Director,
U.S. Fish ar}ld Wildlife Service.
NoveMBER 26, 1976. ’

RULES AND REGULATIONS

PART 26—PUBLIC ENTRY AND USE

Truston Pond National Wildlife Refuge,
Rhode Island

The following special regulations are
issued and are effective during the period
January 1, 1977 through December 31,
19717.

§26.34 Special regulations concerning
. public access, use and recreation for
individual wildlife refuges.

RHODE ISLAND
TRUSTON POND NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

{Enfry on foot is permitted from sun-
rise to.sunset on designated routes unless
prohibited by posting for the purpose of
nature study, photography, and wild-
lands observations. Pets are permitted if
on 2 leash not over 10 feet in length.

The entire refuge beach has no life-
guards. Swimming will be at the visitor’s
own risk. Access along designated routes
on the refuge for surf fishing and
shell fishing is permitted. Surf and shell
fishing shall be in accordance with all
state and local regulations.

Fires are permitted only on the ocean
beach. No other fires are permittedat
other locations on the refuge. Camping,
tents, floating devices and nudity are not
permitted on the refuge. Nudity is de-
fined as intentional failure by persons
over 10 years of age to cover with fully
opaque covering their own genitals, pu-
bic areas, rectal area or female breasts
below a point immediately above the top
of the areola when in a public place.

Over-the-sand vehicles, snowmobiles,

-air cushion, all terrain, or other similar

vehicles are not permitted on the refuge
except for emergency and law enforce-
ment purposes.

A map of the refuge is available from
the Refuge Manager, Ninigret National
Wildlife Refuge, Box 307, Charlestown,
Rhode Island 02813 or from the Regional
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
One Gateway Center, Suite 700, Newton

Corner, Massachusefts 02158.

*The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations-govern-
ing recreation on wildlife refuge areas
generally, which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 26 and
are effective through December 31, 1977.

‘WiLriaM C. ASHE,
Acting Regional Director,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
NovEMBER 26, 1976.
[FR Doc/76-35390 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

PART 32—HUNTING
Lake Alice National Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on December 2, 1976.

§ 32.13 Special regulations; migratory
game birds; for individual wildlife
- refuge areas. :

Norrr DAKOTA
LAKE ALICE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
Public hunting of geese on the Lake

Dakota, is permitted one-half hour before
sunrise to 1:00 P.M. C.D.T. each day
from October 2 through October 30 and
from one-half hour before sunrise to 2:00
P.M. CS.T. each day from October 31
through December 12, 1976; and the
_hunting of ducks and coots is permitted
one-half hour before sunrise to sunset
each day from October 2 through Novem-
ber 28 and from December 4 through De«
cember 5, 1976; and the hunting of com-
mon snipe (Wilson’s) is permitted onc-
half hour before sunrise to sunset each
day from September 18 through Novem-«
ber 21, 1976; but only on the ares des=
ignated by signs as open to public hunt«
ing. This open area, comprising 3,167
acres, is delineated on a map available at
the Wetland Management Office, Devily
Lake, North Dakota, and from the Aren
Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
P.O. Box 1897, Bismarck, North Dakota
58501. Hunting shall be in accordance
with al] applicable State and Federal reg-
ulations subject to the following con-
ditions:

1. Vehicles must stay on established.

roads and trails.

2. Retrieving zones will be designated
by signs.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuges gen-
erally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and
are effective through December 12, 1976,

JAMES L. NELSON,
Acting Project Leader, Devils
Lake Wetland Management
District.

[FR Doc.76-35391 Filed 12-1-176;8:45 am]

* PART 32—HUNTING
Lake Alice National Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on December 2, 1976.

§32.22 Special regulations; upland
game; for individual wildlife refugo
areas.

NoRrTH DAKOTA
LAKE ALICE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of sharp-tailed grouse
is permitted on the Lake Alice National
‘Wwildlife Refuge, North Dakota, from sun-
rise to sunset September 18 through De-
cember 12, 1976, and the hunting of gray
partridge (Hungarian) is permitted from
sunrise to sunset September 18 throuph
November 21, 1976; and the hunting of
pheasants is permitted from sunrise to
sunset October 16 through November 21,
1976; and the hunting of tree squirrels
is permitted from suntise to sunset Oc~
tober 2 through December 31, 1976; and
the hunting of fox is permitted from one«
half hour before sunrise to sunset Oce
tober 9, 1976 through February 28, 1977;
and the hunting of jack rabbits, cotton=
tail rabbits, badger, skunks, raccoons and
coyotes is permitted from one-half hour
before sunrise to sunset August 27, 1976
through February 28, 1977; but only on
the area designated by signs ag open to
public hunting, This open area, compris~-

[FR Doc.76-35389 Filed 12-—1}—76;8:45 am] Alice National Wildlife Refuge, North ing 3,167 acres of the total refuge area
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__ ‘that day and from sunrise

is delineated on a map available at the
" Wetland Management Office, Devils Lake,
North Dakota 58301, and from the office
- of the Area Mansager, U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service, P.O. Box 1897, Bismarck,
North Dakota 58501. Hunting shall be in
- accordance with all applicable State reg-
ulations covering the hunting of sharp-
tailed grouse, gray partridge; pheasants,
tree squirrels, foxes, rabbits, badgers,
raccoons, skunks, and coyotes subject to
- the following special conditions:-

1. Hunting is by foot travel only. All
vehicles must remain on established
roads and trails. .

2. All hunters must exhibit their hunt-
ing license, game and vehicle contents to
Federal and State officers upon request.

‘The provisions of this special regula-
-tion supplermnent the regulations which

- govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas
erally’ which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and
are effective through August 31, 1977..

JamEes L, NELSON,
"Acting Project Leader, Devils
2 Lake Wetland - Management
District.

-[FR Doc.76-35392 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 |

PART 32—HUNTING

" Lake Alice National Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak.

_ ‘The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effegtive on December 2, 1976.

§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game;
for individual wildlife refuge areas.

NorTH DAKOTA
LAKE ALICE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of deer with guns on
the Lake Alice National Wildlife Refuge,
North Dakota, is permitted from 12:00
noon C.S.T. November 12, 1976 to sunset
sunset each

day from November 13 through Novem-

ber 21, 1976, only on the area designated
by signs as open to hunting. This open
area, comprising 3,167 acres, is deline-
ated on a map available at the Wetland

Management Office, Devils Lake, North

Dakota, and from the office of the Area

Manager U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,

P.0. Box 1897, Bismarck, North Dakota

58501, Hunting shall be in accordance
" with all applicable State regulations
- covering the hunting of deer with-guns

subject to the following conditions.

1. Huiiting is by foot travel only. Vehi-
cles must remain on established roads

_ and trails only. .

2. All hunters must exhibit their hunt-
‘ing licenses, game and vehicle contents
to Federal and State officers upon re-
"quest.

The provisions of this special regila-_
tion supplement the regulations which
“govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas .
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32,
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and are effective.through November 21,

1976.
JaxEes L. NELSON,
Acting Project Leader, Devils
Lake Wetland BAfanagement
District,

[FR D0c.76-35393 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 nm}

PART 32—HUNTING
Lake Alice National Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak.

The following special regulation is
issued and is effective on December 2,
1976.

§32.32 Specinl regulations; big games;
for individual wildlife refuge arcas.

Norty DAKOTA
LAKE ALICE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of deer with bow and
arrow on the Lake Alice National Wild-
life Refuge, North Dakota, is permitted
from 12:00 noon C.D.T. August 27, 1976
until sunset that day, and from one-half
hour before sunrise to sunset each day
from August 28 through November 7,
1976 and from 12:00 noon C.S5.T. Novem-
bher 22, 1976 until sunset that day and
from one-half hour before sunrise to sun-
set each day from November 23 through
December 12, 1976, only on the area des-
ignated by signs as open to hunting, This
open area, comprising 3,167 acres, is de-
lineated on a map available at the Wet-
land Management Office, Devils Lake,
North Dakota, and from the office of the
Area Manager, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, P.O. Box 1897, Bismarck, North
Dakota 58501. Hunting shall be in ac-
cordance with all applicable State reg-
ulations covering the hunting of deer
with bow and arrow, subject to the fol-
lowing conditions:

(1) Hunting Is by foot travel only. Ve~
hicles must remain on established roads
and trails only.

(2) Al hunters must exhjbit their
hunting licenses, game and vehicle con-
tents to Federal and State officers upon
request.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas

generally which are set forth in Title 50;
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and
are effective through December 12, 1976.

Janes L. NeLsox,
Acting Project Leader, Devils
Lake Welland AManagement
Office. -
(FR Do¢.76-35394 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 nm)

PART 33—SPORT FISHING
Monomoy National Wildlife Refuge, Mass.

‘The following speclal regulation is
issued and is effective during the period
Ja’?uary 1, 1977 through December 31,
19717,

- =32885

§335 Special regulations; sport fisl:-
ing; for individaal wx!d]xfe rofugze
. areas.
MASSACHUSETTS

MONOMOTY 2ATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Sport fishing in tidal and fresh waters
is permitted 24 hours per day from the
shorelines of the Monomoy National
wildlife Refuge, Chatham, Massachu-
setts. Boats may be beached on the refuge
and wilderness areas. No boats will be
permitted on the fresh water ponds.
Sport fishing shall be in accordance with
all applicable State regnlations.

A map of the refuge is available from
the Refuge Manager, Great Meadows
National Wildlife Refuge, 191 Sudbury
Road, Concord, Massachusefts 01742, or
from the Regional Director, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, One Gateway Center,
Suite 700, Newton Corner, Newton, Mas-
sachu.setts 02158.

‘The provisions of this speeial regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern sport fishing on wildlife refuge
areas generally, which are set forth in
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 33, and are effective through De-
cember 31, 1977.

Wnuxam C. ASHE,
Acting Regional Director,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Novemeer 24, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-35395 Filed '12-1-76;8:45 am}

PART 33—SPORT FISHING
Seney National Wildlife Refuge, Mich.

‘The following special regulation is is-
sued and Is effective on December 2, 1976.

§ 33.5 Special regulations sport fishing:
for individual wildlife refuge areas.

MicrIGAR
SENEY NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Sport fishing on the Seney National
Wildlife Refuge, Seney, Michigan is per-
mitted on areas as described under
special condifions below, and as deline-
ated on maps available at refuge head-
quarters and from the office of the
Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service, Federal Building, Fort
Snelling, Twin Cities, Minnesota 55111.
Sport fishing shall be in accordance with
all applicable State regulations subject
to the following special conditions:

(1) Stream and ditches, open onlr
during the regular State trout fishing
season, are:

(a) Driggs River from Highway M-23
south to the Diversion Ditch.

(b) Walsh Creek and Ditch from High-
way M-28 south to C-2 Pool.

(c) Creighton River—entire length
through refuge.

(2) Manistique River, entire length
through refuge, open from January 1,
1977 through December 31, 1977,
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(3) Pools are'open to fishing, daylight
hours only, as follows:

(a) All Pools—January 1, 1977 through
February 28, 1977, - -

(b) Show Pools (ocated west of High-~~

way M-77 one-half mile north of the
Headquarters entrance road) from
Memorial Day (May 30, 1977) through
Labor Day (September 5, 1977).

(¢) C-3 Pool—July 1, 1977 through
Labor Day (Sept. 5, 1977).

(4) Night fishing, boats and the use
of minnows for bait are prohibited ex-

cept on the Creighton and Manistique .

Rivers.

5) Snowmobiles, All-Terrain Vehi-
cles or motorized bikes are not. allowed on
the refuge.

‘The provisions of this speclal regula-
tlon supplement the regulatfons which
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, and
are effective through December 31, 1977,

JorN R. FryYE, .,
Refuge Manager, .
Seney National Wildlife Refu_ge.

NoveMBER 23, 1976,
[FR Doc/76-35308 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

PART 33—SPORT FISHING
Iroquois National Wildlife Refuge, N.Y.

The following special regulations are
issued and are effective during the pe-
riod January 1, 1977 through December
31, 1977.

§33.5 Special regulations; sport fish-
ings for individual wddhfe refuge-
areas.

New YORK

IROQUOIS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Sport fishing Is permitted on all posted
waters designated by signs as open.
Sport fishing®%s permiitted in accordance
with all applicable State and Federal
regulations subject to the following
_special conditions:

(1) All areas, except the Feeder Canal
and Oak Orchard Creek areas, are closed
to fishing from April 1 through July 14,
1977 and from October 1 through Novem—
ber 30, 19717.

(2) with the exception of ice fishing,
fishing on refuge impoundments will be -
limited to posted areas on dikes and
roads. No wading or swimming is per-
mitted.

(3) No boats or other ﬁotation de-
vices will be permitted, except that boats
without motors may be used on Oak
Orchard Creek from Knowlesville Road
to a wire two miles westward. Firearms
are not permitted in boats.

(4) Leaving boats, structures, or other
equipment overnight on the refuge is not
permitfed.

(5) Refuge is only open during day-
light hours.

All fishing areas are delineated on
maps available at Refuge Headquarters,
RFD #1, Casey Road, Basom, New York

~
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14013 or from the Reglonal Director,

U.S. Pish and Wildlife Service, One Gate-
way Center, Suite 700, Newton Corner,
Massachusetts 02158,

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplements the regulations which
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas
generally, which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, and
are effective through December 31, 1977.

WirriaM C. ASHE,
Acting Regional Director,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

NoveEMBER 26, 1976,
"[FR Dot.76-35397 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 a.m.]

Title 7-—Agriculture

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE ¢

[Navel Orgnge Regulation 389]

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling
This regulation fixes the quantity of

. California-Arizona Navel oranges that

may be shipped to fresh market during
the weekly regulation period December
3-9, 1976. It is issued pursuant to the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 19317, as amended, and Marketing Or-
der No. 907. The quantity of Navel or-
anges so fixed was arrived at after con-
sideration of the total available supply of
Navel oranges, the quantity currently
available for market, the fresh demand
for Navel oranges, Navel orange prices,
and the relationship of season average
returns to the parity price for Ndvel
oranges.

§ 907.689 Navel Orangc Regulﬁlion 389.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar-
keting agreement, as amended, and-Or-
der No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part
907), regulating the handling of Navel
oranges grown in Arizona and desig-
nated part of California, effective under
the applicable provisjons of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937,

as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon _

the basis of the recommendations and in-
formation submitted by the Navel Orange
Administrative Committee, established
under the said amended marketing
agreement and order, and upon other
available information, it is hereby found
that the limitation of handling of such
Navel oranges, as hereinafter provided,
will tend to effectuate the declared policy
of the act.

(2) The need for this regulation to lim-
it the respective quantities of Navel or-
anges that may be marketed from Dis-
trict 1, District 2, and District 3 during
the ensuing week stems from the produc-
tion and marketing sitfuation confronting
the Navel orange industry.

(1) The committee has submitted its
recommendation with respect to the

quantities of Navel oranges that should

_ be marketed during the next succeeding

week. Such recommendation, designed to
provide equity of marketing opportunity
to handlers in all districts, resulted from
consideration of the factors enumerated
in the order. The committee further re-
ports that the fresh market demand
for Navel oranges is fairly active for size
88's and larger, but weak for size 118's
and smaller.

Prices f.0.b. averaged $4.61 n carton
on a reported sales volume of 487 carlots
last week, compared with $4.95 per car«
ton on sales of 360 carlots a week earlier.

Track and rolling supplies at 171 cars
were up 70 cars from last week,

(ii) Having considered the recommen-
dation and information submitted by the
committee, and other available informa-
tion, the Secretary finds that the respoc=
tive quantities of Navel oranges which
may be handled should be fixed as here~
inafter set forth.

(3) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rulemaking procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
regulation until 30 days after publication
hereof in the Feperat. Recister (5 U.S.C.
553) because the time intervening be-
tween the date when information upon
which this regulatidn is based became
available and the time this regulation
must become effective in*order to effec-
tuate the declared policy of the act is
insufficient, and a reasonablé time is
permitted, under the circumstances, for
preparation for such effective time; and
good cause exists for making the provi-
sions hereof effective as hereinafter seb
forth. The committee held an open meot-
ing during the current week, after giving
due notice thereof, to consider supply
and market conditions for Navel oranges
and the need for regulation; interested
persons were afforded an opportunity to
submit information' and views at this
meeting; the recommendation and sup-
porting information for regulation, in-
cluding its effective time, are identical
with the aforesaild recommendation of
the committee, and information con«
cerning such provisions and effective
time has been disseminated among
handlers of such Navel oranges; it is
necessary, in order to effectuate the do-
clared policy of the act, to make this reg-
ulation effective during the period herein
specified; and compliance with this regu-
lation will not require any special prep«
aration on the part of persons subject
hereto which cannot be completed on or
before the effective date hereof. Such
committee meeting was held on Novem-
ber 30, 1976.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan-
tities of Naval oranges grown in Arizonn
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the berlod
December 3, 1976, through December 9,
1976, are hereby fixed as féllows:

(i) District 1: 1,348,000 caxtons;

(i) District 2: Unlimited movement;

(iil) District 3: 102,000 cartons.

”
n
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(2) As used in this section, “handled,”
© “District 1,” “District 2,” “District_3,”
and “carton’” have the same meaning as
when used in sald amended marketing
agreement and order.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
~ 601-674.) -

Dated: December 1,1976. _
CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit qnd Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural -
«_. Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.76-35753 Filed 12-1-76;12:25 pm]}

[Grapefruit Reg. 42}

PART 909—GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN ARI-
ZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF
CALIFORNIA

Quélity and Size Requirements

- During the period December 5, 1976,
through August 31, 1977, this regulation
sets a minimum grade of U.S. No. 2, as
herein modified, and a minimum diam-
eter of 3-67/16 inches for the handling
of grapefruit grown in California and
Arizona, except that initial handlers may
handle grapefruit smaller than 3-6/16
inches in diameter directly to destina-
tions in states other than California,
Arizona, Florida and Texas, providing
that grapefruit so handled to destina-
tons in Washington, Oregon, Montana,
Idaho, Wyoming, Nevada, and Utah shall
measure not smaller than 3-4/16 inches
in diameter. The establishment of such
requirements under Marketing Order 909
is necessary to provide the market with
fruit of acceptable quality in the inter-
ests of producers and consumers.

Findings. (1) On November 17, 1976,
notice of proposed rulemaking was pub-
lished in the FEperalL REGISTER (41 FR
50695), regarding a proposed regulation
to be made effective pursuant to market-
ing Order No. 909, as amended (7 CFR
Part 809), regulating the handling of
fresh grapefruit grown in Arizona and

designated part of California, effective -

under the applicable provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). No
comments regarding the proposal were
received. The regulation was recom-
‘mended by the Administrative Commit-
tee established pursuant to the said
marketing order.

" After consideration of all relevant mat-
ters presented, including the “proposal
set forth in theaforesaid notice, the rec-

- ommendation and information submitted
by the Administrative Committee and
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of handling of
grapefruit, as hereinafter provided, will
tend to effectuate the declared policy of
the act.— '

(2) This regulation establishes mini-

mum grade and size requirements for -

the handling of grapefruit. The regula-
tion is based upon an appraisal of the
crop and prospective market conditions

P & -

~—
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as required in § 909.51 of said marketing

order. Grapefruit is reported to be of
good quality this year, and average size
is reported to be larger than last year.
This regulation is necessary during such
period to prevent the handling of grape-
fruit of lower grades and smaller sizes
than those herein specified, so as to pro-
vide fruit of acceptable quality in the
interests of producers and consumers
pxi:suant to the declared policy of the
act.

(3) It is hereby further found that
good cause exists for not postponing the
effective date of this regulation until 30
days after publication thereof in the
FeperAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) , because
the time intervening between the date
when information upon which this reg-
ulation is based became available and
the time when this regulation must be-
come efiective in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act is insufiicient;
and a reasonable time is permitted, under
the circumstances, for preparation for
such effective time. Shipments of grape-
fruit in volume are expected on or ahout
effective time herecof; the recommenda-
tion and supporting information for reg-
ulation during the period December 5,
1976, through August 31, 1977, were
promptly submitted to the Department
after an open meeting of the Adminis-
trative Committee on October 14, 1976:
notice of the proposed regulation was
published in the November 17, 1976, is-
sue of the FeperaL REGISTER, and no ob-
jections were recelved either to the reg-
ulation or to the proposed effective time;
it is necessary, in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act, to make this
regulation effective during the period
hereinafter set forth, so as to provide
minimum quality requirements for the
handling of such grapefruit, and compli-
ance with this regulation will not require
any special preparation on the part of
the persons subject thereto which cannot
be completed by the effective time hereof.

§909.342 Grapefruit Regulation 42,

(a) Order. (1) Except as otherwise
provided in subparagraph (2) of this
paragraph, during the period Decem-
ber 5, 1976, through August 31, 1977, no
handler shall handle from the State of
California or the State of Arizona to any
point outside thereof except Mexico:

(1) Any grapefruit which do not meet
the requirements for the U.S. No. 2 grade
which for purpose of this section shall in-
clude the requirement that the grapefruit
be fairly well colored, instead of slightly
‘colored, and including as a part of the
fairly well formed requirement, the re-
quirement that the fruit be free from
peel that is more than 1 inch in thick-
ness at the stem end (measured from the

" flesh to the highest point of the peeD :

Provided, That in lleu of the tolerance
provided for the U.S. No. 2 grade, the
following tolerances, by count, shall he
allowed for the defects listed:

(a) 10 percent for fruit which is not
atleast fairly well colored;
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tb) 10 percent for defects other than
color, but not more than one-twentieth
of this amount, or one-half of 1 percent
shall be allowed for decay and not more
than one-half, or 5 percent, shall be al-
lowed for any single defect caused by
broken skins, sunburn, scars, or peel that
is more than 1 inch in thickness at the
stem end; or

(1i» Any grapefruit which measure less
than 3% inches in diameter: Provided,
That such diameter requirement shall
not apply to individual pacl:ages contain-
ing 10 pounds or less in a Int and in-
dividual packages confaining more than
10 pounds in a lot may contain not to
exceed 10 percent of grapefruit of 2 size
smaller than 39}; inches in diameter, if
the lot as a whole does not, contain more
than 5 percent of such size:

Provided, further, That in determining
the percentage of grapefruit in any lot
which are smaller than 3% inches in
diameter, such percentage shall be based
only on the grapefruit in such Iot which
are of a size 312§ inches in diameter and
smaller,

(2) Subject to the requirements of sub-
paragraph (1) (i) of this paragraph, any
handler may, but only as the initial
handier thereof, handle grapefruit small-
er than 3% inches in diameter directly
to a destination in Zones 4, 5, or 6 and if
the grapefruit is so handled to Zone 4,
the grapefruit does not measure less than
3%is Inches in diameter: Provided, That
such diameter requirement shall not ap-
ply to individual packages containing 10
pounds or less in a lot and individusl
packages containing more than 10 pounds
in a lot may contain not to exceed 10
percent of grapefruit of a size smaller
than 34j; inches in diameter, if the lot as
a whole does not contain more than 5
rercent of such size: Provided, further,
That in determining the percentage of
grapefruit in any lot which are smaller
than 3%; inches in diameter, such per-
centage shall be hased only on the grape-
fruit in such lot which are of a size 3%1;;
inches In diameter and smaller.

(b) As used herein, “handler”, “grape-
fruit”, “handle”, “Zone 4”, “Zone 57, and
“Zone 6" shall have the same meaning as
when used in said amended marketing
order; the terms “U.S. No. 27, “fairly well
colored”, “slightly colored”, and “fairly
well formed” shall have the same mean-
ing as when used in the revised United
States Standards for Grapefruit (Cali-
fomia and Arizona), 7 CFR 51.925-51.-
855; and ‘“dlameter” shall mean the
greatest dimension measured at right
angles to a line from the stem to the
blossom end of the fruit.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 US.Q.
€01-674.)

Dated: November 29, 1976, to-become
effective December 5, 1976.

CHARLES R. BRADER, -

Deputy Director, Fruit and -

Vegetable Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.76-35472 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]}

-
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed Issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of,
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules,

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Farmers Home Administration
. [7 CFR Part 1861]
[FmHA Instruction 451.1]
ACCOUNT SERVICING POLICIES

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Morato-
rium on Payments, Sections 502 and
504 Rural Housing Loans

Notice is hereby given that the Farm-
ers Home Administration has under con~
sideration certain revisions and addi-
tions to §1861.10 of Subpart A of Part
1861, Title7, Code of Federal Regulations
(37 FR 13703; 39 FR 25312), These revi-
sions propose to authorize a moratorium
on principal and interest payments and
cancellation of interest accrued during
such moratorium to borrowers who, due

to circumstances beyond their control,.

are unable to continue making payments
of such principal and interest when due

without unduly lmpairing their stand--

ard of living. While numerous editorial
changes are being made by these amend-

ments to §1861.10, the principal revi-

sions and additions follow:

A. Paragraph- (a) (2) definition of
“unduly impaired standard of living” is
broadened and paragraph (a)(4) has
been deleted. The term “family’” has been
removed from “Definitions.”

B. Paragraphs (b) (1) (1) (C) and (D).
have been deleted. The requirements of
these paragraphs are contained in Form
FmHA 451-22, “Request for Moratorium
on Payments (Sections 502-504 RH
Loans),” which is available at any PmHA
office. B .

C. Paragraph (b) (1) (i) (B) has been
revised to provide the granting of inter-
est credits as one of the alternatives used
before granting a moratorium. -

D. Paragraphs (b) (1) (iil), (b) (1) (v),
(b) (1) (v) and (b) (2) have been redesig-
nated (b) (2), (b) (3), (b) (4) and (b) (5)
respectively, and are revised as follows:

1. To authorize County Supervisor
approval or disapproval of an applica-
tion for moratorium subject to concur-
rence of the District Director; to restruc-
ture the distribution of Form FmHA 451~
22, reflecting approval or disapproval of
application for moratorium; to provide
notification to borrower -of the action
taken on’ application for moratorium
within 15 days after receipt in County
Office; and to provide notification to bor-
rower of the right to appeal 2 denial for
moratorium.

2. To allow a retroactive period of up
to 30 days for the effective date of the
moratorium under certain conditions,
and to authorize nmiore than one mora-
torium, subject to approval of the State
Director. :

E. Paragraph (d) has been revised
and redesignated as new paragraph (e),
and provides for procedure to follow in
handling cancellations of interest at the
expiration of the final moratori
period. . ‘

F, A new paragraph (d) is added to
provide for appeal by the borrower upon
adverse action taken on the application
for moratorium.

Interested -persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments, suggestions or
objections regarding the proposed revi-
sions and additions to this Subpart to
the office of the Chief, Directives Man-~
agement Branch, Farmers Home Admin-
istration, U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, Room 6316, South Agriculture
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250 on or
before December 31, 1976. .

All written submissions made pursu-
ant to this notice will be inade available
for public inspection at the office of the
Chief, Directives Management Branch,
during regular business hours (8:15 a.m.
to 4:45 p.m.). :

As proposed § 1861.10 is revised to read
as follows: s

§ 1861.10 Moratorium on principal and
interest payments on sections 502
and 504 loans.

A moratorium on principal and inter-
est payments may be granted on sections
502 and 504 RH loans, under section 505
of the Housing Act of 1949, upon de-
termination that, due to ¢ircumstances
beyond the borrower’s control, the bor-
rower is unable to confinue making
scheduled payments without unduly im-
pairing his or her standard-of living.
Cancellation of interest accrued during
the moratorium period may also be au-
thorized in cases of extreme hardship.

(a) -Definitions. As used in this para-
graph:

(1) “Scheduled payments” means the
amount of monthly or annual install-
ment required by the promissory note as
this amount may be modified by any out-
standing Interest Credit Agreement,
Supplementary Payment Agreement, Ad-
ditional -Partial Payment Agreement, or
other written agreements.
~ (2) “Unduly impaired standard of liv-
ing” means that condition whereby the
borrower, due to present illness or seri-
ous injury to the borrower or dependent

-members of the borrower’s haqusehold

which are now being treated, or a sud-
den or substantial reduction of income
such as that resulting from present un-
employment, due to circumstances be-
yond his control, is unable to pay his
normal living expenses and scheduled
payments as provided by the loan docu-
ments. - .
(3) “Extreme hardship” means that
condition as described in paragraph. (a)

-

(2) of this section, which has continued
until interest accruing on the loan cavses
the amount of monthly or annual pay-
ments required on the unpaid balance
of the debt to exceed the borrower's re-
payment ability after the debt has been
reamortized over the remaining term of
the loan unless all or part of the interest
which has accrued during the mora-
torium period is cancelled.

(b) Policy guidelines in granting
moratorium. (1) Moratorilum on prin«
cipal and interest payments on an RH
account may be granted provided:

(1) The borrower: (A) Has exercised
due diligence in an effort to pay sched-
uled payments, real estate taxes, and
property insurance premiums when due,
and has complied with other conditiony
of the loan documents; and

(B) Requests s moratorium on pay-
ments in accordance with paragraph (¢)
of -this section and appropriately docu-
ments the condi{ions causing his unduly
impaired standard of living,

(1) The county supervisor: (A) Haa
verified the accuracy of the information
recelved with the letter requesting a
moratorium on payments from the bor-
rower; and

(B) Has determined after using an
other alternatives such ag granting all
authorized Interest credits, that =«
moratorium on payments is still neces~
sary and the family is eligible for such
moratorium on payments,

(2) The County Supervisor is author-
ized to approve or disapprove an applica«
tion for a moratorium subject to the
concurrence of the District Director. The
recommendations relative to a morato«
rium are made on Form FmHA 451-23,
“Recommendations—Moratorium (Sec~
tions 502-504 RH Loans) ”* which is dvall«
able in all FmHA offices. The reasons and
justification for approval or disapproval
of- the moratorium will be noted or
aftached as additional information, An
original and three copies will be pre-
pared. If the moratorium is granted, tho
original will be sent to the borrower, one
copy will be retained in the County Office
file, and one copy accompanied by a copy
of Form FmHA 451-22 “Requests for
Moratorium on Payments (Sections 502-
504 Rural Housing Loans),” will be sent
to the Finance Office. If the moratorium
is denied, the notification letter to the
borrower will include the reasons for the
denial and the following statement: “If
you wish further consideration, you may
submit the reasons why you belleve the
application should be approved to the
State Director and request that he
further consider your application for &
moratorium on payments. He i3
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‘The horrower will be notified by letter
of the action taken within 15 days after
his appHcation for_a moratorilum has
been received in the County Office,

(3) A moratorium may be granted for
6 months. Inmediately before the end of
each 6-month period or sooner if the
County Supervisor becomes aware of
facts that substantially change the bor-
rower’s repayment ability, the justifica-
tion for a moratorium will be reviewed
by the County Supervisor and terminated
or extended for another 6-month period
if the facts so warrant. The extension
will be accomplished by distributing new
instruments as outlined in paragraph (b)
(2) of this section prior to the expira-
tion of the current moratorium. The mor-
atorium will not be effective prior to the
date the application for a moratorium
was received in the County Office, except
that the moratorium may be retroactive
for up to but not more than the previous
30 days if the circumstances for which

_the moratorium is to be granted existed
during the earlier period of time. No mor-
- atorium may be extended beyond a date
more than 3 years from the date of the
initial moratorium. In no event will a
borrower be allowed more than a single
moratorium, plus any extensions thereof,
during the life of the loan, unless prior
authorization is received from the State
Director. At the end of the moratorium
period and any extensions thereof, the
borrower’s account (as modified by any
interest credit or interest cancellation
assistance), will be reamortized or proc-
essed in the same manner as other
accounts in accordance with § 1861.9.

(4) Interest will accrue during the
moratorium at the rate shown on the
promissory note or, when appropriate,

the reduced interest rate applicable to
- the Interest Credit Agreement in effect.

(5) Cancellation of any part or all of
the interest which accrued during the
moratorium. plus any extension thereof,
will be granted only in cases of extreme
hardship, as defined in paragraph (a) (3)
of this section. A request for cancellation
will be made in accordance with para-
graph-(e) of this section.

(¢) Letter of request for moratorium.
The County Supervisor will provide the
borrower who wishes to apply for a mor-
atorium on payments with four coples
of Form FmHA 451-22, “Request for
Moratorium on Payments (Sections 502—
504 RH Loans).” The borrower, assisted
by County Office personnel, will complete
the applicable spaces on the form and
sign and return all copies to the County
Supervisor. The County Supervisor will
forward a copy of the completed form
together with the original and two coples
of Form FmHA 451-23, for the concur-
rence of the District Director. The Dis~
triet Director will indicate his determi-
nation of Form FmHA 451-23 and return
all the forms to the County Supervisor.
The County Supervisor will distribute the
copies in accordance with paragraph (b)
(2) of this section.

(@) Borrower’s appeal for review of ad-
verse action. ‘The borrower may appeal
to the State Director for review of ad-
verse action taken by the County Super-

PROPOSED RULES

visor on his application for moratorium.
On receipt of a request for review from a
borrower, the State Director will assign
a member of his stafl to investigate and
make recommendations to him on the
appeal. The State Director, on recelpt of
the report from his staif member, will
make a determination on the appeal. He
svill notify the borrower in writing, of his
decision and also inform the District DI-
rector and the County Supervisor of the
action to be taken on the application. If
the application is disapproved, the State
Director will indicate the reasons for
disapproval and will include the followr-
ing statement in his letter to the bor-
rower: “If you wish to have the declsion
on your application reviewed, you may
write to the Administrator explaining
why you believe your application for a

‘moratorium should be approved. His ad-

dress is: Administrator, Farmers Home
Administration, U.S. Department of Ag-
riculture, Washington, D.C. 20250.” On
receipt of a request from a borrower that
the decision of the State Director be re-
considered, the Administrator will ob-
tain & comprehensive report on the ap-

plication for a moratorium from the-

State Director. In making his decision,
the Administrator will consider this in-
formation together with any additional
information that may be provided by the
borrower and will notify the borrower by
letter (copy to the State Director) of his
decision. If the decision is adverse to the
borrower, the Administrator will indi-
cate in his letfer to the borrower the rea-
sons for disapproval of his request.

(e) Action at the expiration of the
final moratorium period. At the expira-
tion of the final moratorium period, the
County Supervisor will:

(1) If he determines that the borrower
can make scheduled payments on the
balance owed without cancellation of
part or all of the interest which accrued
during the moratorium, submit to the
Finance Office, a copy of a completed
Form PmHA 451-37, “Additional Partial
Payment Agreement,” or the original of
a completed Form FmHA 451-21, “Re-
quest for Reamortization of Real Estate
Loan,” and a copy of & new promissory
note if these last two forms were pre-
pared to establish a new repayment
schedule. The date shown for “perlod
ending” on Form FmHA 451-21 for a
section 502 RH loan will be no later than
33 years from, the date the loan was
closed. The “perlod ending” date for a
section 504 RH loan will be no later than
10, 15, or 20 years from the date the loan
was closed, depending on the terms of
the loan as.allowed by the provisions of
Subpart B of Part 1822 of this Chapter.

-Otherwise, reamortization of direct or

insured loans will be handled in accord-
ance with the provisions of § 1861.9.

(2) If he determines that the borrower
is unable to make the scheduled pay-
ments on the balance owed without can-
cellation of part or all of the interest
which accrued during the moratorium,
forward a completed Form FmHA 451-23
in an original and three copies to the
District Director. The District Director
will complete his part of the form and
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submit it along with the County Super-
visor's recommendations to the State Di-
rector for his consideration and retwrn
to the County Office. X{ the State Direc-
tor approves the request for cancellation
of interest accrued during the moratori-
um, the County Supervisor will mail to
the Finance Office Form FmHA 451-21, a
copy of the new promissory note, and a
copy of the approved cancellation of in-
terest form, or if cancellation of interest
was not considered or disapproved, he
will proceed as iIn paragreph (e) (1) of
this section.

(42 U.S.C. 1480; delezation of aunthority by
the Sce. of Agrl, 7 CFR 223; delegation of
authoerlty by the Acst, Sec. for Rural Develop-
ment, 7 CFR 2.50.)

Date: November 23, 1976.

Frarg B. ELLIOIT,
Adminisirator,
Farmers Home Adminisiration.

[FR Doe.76-35438 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am}

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
_Parole Commission
[28CFRPart2]

PAROLE, RELEASE, SUPERVISION AND
RECOMMITMENT OF PRISONERS

Youth Offenders and Juvenile Delinquents

Pursuant to the authority of 28 CFR.
Chapter I, Part O, Subpart V and 18
U.S.C. §4203(a) (1), 90 Stat. 220, notice
i1s hereby given that the Parole Com-
mission intends to consider adoption of
certain regulations listed helow govern-~
ing parole, release, supervision and re-
commitment of prisoners, youth offenders
and juvenile delinquents.

All interested persons who wish-to
make comments or suggestions in connee-~
tlon with these proposed regulations
chould send written statements to the
United States Parole Commission, Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank Board Building,
320 First Street, Northwest, Washington,
D.C. 20537, Attention: Rulemaking Com-~
mittee, Al comments and suggestions
should be received by January 24, 1977.

$2.10¢b) (Proposed regulation).It has
been proposed that a prisoner who re-
celves a sentence for civil contempt of
court shall not recelve credit toward the
service of any other term he is serving
until the sentence of contempt is lifted.
Such a policy appears to be dictated by
the consideration that a sentence of civil
contempt would otherwise have no effect
on prisoners already serving fizxed term
sentences. The text of the proposed rule
is as follows:

2.10(b) The imposition of a senience
of itmprisonment for civil contempt shall
interrupt the running of any sentence of
imprisonment being served at the time
the sentence of civil contempt is im-
posed, and the sentence or senlences so
interrupted shall not commence to run
again until the sentence of civil con-
tempt is lifted.

§ 2.10{c) (Proposed regulation). It has
also been proposed that a person com-
mitted under the Youth Corrections Act,
18 U.S.C. § 5010, or a person committed
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under the Narcotic Addict Rehabilita-
tion Act, 18 U.S.C. § 4253, shall not re-
celve credit toward the service of the
sentence for any period during which
that person has been in bail release, es-
cape, or absconder status. This provi-
ston would be an exception, along with
the proposed § 2.10(b) above, to the gen-
- eral rule that such sentences are served
uninterruptedly from the date of con-
viction (18 U.S.C. § 5017(c) ) and equates
absconding from a parolee’s district of
supervision with escape from imprison-
ment, The text of the proposed rule is
as follows:

2.10(c) Service of the sentence of a
committed youth offender or a person
committed under the Narcotic Addict
Rehabilitation Act commences to run
Jfrom the date of conviction and is inter-
rupled only when such prisoner or pa-
rolee (1) 1s on bail pending appeal; (2)
is in escape status; (3) has absconded
from his or her district of parole super-
vision, or (4) comes within the provi-
sions of subsection (b) of this section.

§ 2.20 (offense severity examples). In

the proposed rules published at 41 FR ,
19325 (May 12, 1976), at § 2.20 (Paroling .

policy guidelines), the previously used
offense example of “organized vehicle
theft” (“high” severity category), was
changed to read ‘“vehicle theft for re-
sale”. This change was overlooked in the
final publication of those.rules at 41 FR
37316 (September 3, 19'76) . The Commis-
sion intends that this error be corrected
and therefore proposes that vehicle theft
for resale be substituted for “organized
vehicle theft” in the “high” offense se-
verity category.

§ 2.20 (proposed salient factor score
revision). Finally, it has been proposed
that the salient factor score at §2.20
be revised. The proposed scoring sys-
tem drops two ifems: education (the
weakest of the items in predictive
velue) and living arrangements (an item
sometimes difficult to score reliably),
and modifies several others. The predic-
tive power of the revised device appears
equivalent to the device presently in use.
However, the revised device appears to
pose a substantial advantage in its reli-
ability in actual field scoring (.e., it will
more accurately reflect the facts of each
case in the areas selected for measure-
ment). Thus, adoption of the progosed
scoring system should provide for more
consistent decision-making, with no loss
of predictive power. Actual field predic-
tive power may well increase slightly
with the greater reliability in field scor-
ing mentioned above. The proposed
device is set forth below:

SALIENT FACTOR SCORE

Item AQ
No prior convictions (adult or
juvenile) -
1 or 2 prior convictionS ma— e
2 or 3 prior convictions___.______
4 or more prior convictions__...._

Item B -

. No prior incarcerations (adult or
juventile)
1 or 2 prior incarcerations ...
3 or more prior incarcerations....

S NW

QmN

PROPOSED RULES

Item C [J
Age at first commitment (adult or
juvenile) :
26 Or Old€T e
- 18 to 25 :
17 Or younger . ceeeecmcmne
Item D 3
:Commitment offense did not in-
volve auto theft or checks (for-
gery/larceny)
Otherwise ]
Item E [
Never had parole revoked or been
committed for a new offense
while on parole, and not a pro-
bation violator this time..__... 1
Otherwise ]
Item P [
No history of heroin or opiate
dependence - 1
Otherwise - ]
Item G J
Verified employment (or full-time
school attendance) for a total of
at least 6 mo during the last 2
yr in the community________.._.
Otherwise
Total score [J \

Dated: November 26, 1976.

GEORGE J. REED,
Acting Vice Chairman,
United States Parole Commission.

[FR Doc.76-35294 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION
- [29 CFR Part 26087 -
" PENSION PLAN

Allocation of Asséts; Supplemental Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking
Correctio’n

In FR Doc. 16-31421 appearing on page
48492 in the ¥FEpERAL REGISTER of
‘Wednesday, November 3, 1976, on page

oD

o r

48493 the comment date in the last para~

graph should be corrected to read, “De-~
cember 3, 1976".

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Mining Enforcement and Safety
Administration

[ 30 CFR Parts 75, 77 1
TRAINING AND RETRAINING OF
MINERS

Notice of Public Hearing

Pursuant to the authority vested in
the Secretary of the Interior under sec-
tion 101(a) of the Federal Coal Mine
Health and Safety Act of 1969, as
amended (83 Stat. 745; 30 U.S.C. 811
(a)), there were published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER for July 29, 1976 (41 FR
31553 and 31556) notices proposing that
Parts 75 and 77, Subchapter O, Chapter
I, Title 30, Code of Federal Regulations,
be amended by adding a new Subpart T
and & new Subpart U, respectively. The
proposed amendments perta,m to the
tra.imng and retraining of miners.

Interested persons were afforded a pe-
riod in excess of 45 days following pub-
lication within which to submit to the
Administrator, Mining Enforcement and
Safety Administration, written com-

ments, suggestions and objections to

these proposed standards, stating the
grounds therefor, and to request a pub-
lic hearing on such objections.

Written objections were timely flled
with the Administrator stating the
grounds for objections and requesting a
public hearing on the proposed §§ 76.2000
through 75.2010 and §§ 77.2000 through
77.2010. In accordance with section 101
(f) of the Act, a Notice of Objectiony
Filed and Hearing Requested was pub-
lished in the FeperaL REecisTER for Sube
part T of Part '15 on November 11, 1970
(41 FR 49838) and for Subpart U of
Part 77 on November 15, 1976 (41 FR
50299).

Pursuant to section 101(g) of the Act
notice is hereby given that a public hear-
ing will be held beginning at 9:00 a.m
on Wednesday, January 5, 1977, and wil}
continue if necessary through Friday,
January 7, 1977, in the House Chamber
State Capital Building, Charleston, West
Virginia. The public hearing will resume
at 9:00 am. on Monday, January 10,
1977, and will continue if necessary
through Wednesday, January 12, 1977, in
the auditorium (Rm. 269), Main Post
Office Building, 1823 Stout St., Denver,
Colorado. The purpose of the publie
hearing is to recelve relevant evidence
on the proposed training regulatfons.
The following issues have been raised by
the written comments and objections:

GENERAL

(1) Whether the Secretary of the In.
terior has the authority to regulate train-

ing.

(2) Whether training regulations are
necessary or justifiable.

(3) What are the anticiapted costs of
the regulations. -

(4) Whether the assigned courses and
course hours are satisfactory or neces-
sary, for example, should cardiopulmo-
nary resuscitation (CPR) and explosives
training be mandatory for all miners and
should instruction in miners’ rights and
fire protection be included.

(5) Whether the regulations sheuld
require miners to participate in the
training course.

(6) Whether representatives of miners
should have input into the development
and conduct of training programs,

(') Will MESA have the means to pro-
vide mnecessary assistance, and if not,
what impact will that have on enforce-
ment.

(8) Whether training received by @
qualified person will satisfy the proposed
mandatory training.

(9) Whether the requirements allow
adequate flexibility to permit centralized
training, on-the-job training, and other-
wise allow training to vary according to
the particular operation.

(10) Whether all experienced and in-
experienced miners must first completo
training before performing any work in
a coal mine,

(11) Whether training for inexperi«
enced and experienced miners should be
spread over a period of weeks or con«
centrated in the first few days of em-
ployment.

(12) Whether there should be a pro-
vision for conducting periodic unsched«
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uled emergency evacuation drills under
MESA -supervision.

(13) Should there he a provision for
periodic review of the adequacy of train-
ing and how will the regulatxons be en-
forced.

(14) Whether special provisions for
training at Accident - Prevention (AP)
mines should be included.

(15) Whether the regulations should

" require periodic upgrading of the skills
of supervisory personnel.

§§ 75.2000 and 77.2000

(16) Whether the surface training
regulations should exclude surface areas
-of underground mines. -

(17) Whether small operators and in-
dependent contractors should be ex-
-empted from complying with the training
regulations.

§§ 75.2001 and 77.2001

(18) Whether the terms “experienced
miner,” “inexperienced miner,” “agent,”
“opening,” “work stoppages,” “safe op-
erating - procedures,” “experienced fore-
men,” “experienced machine or equip-
ment operators” and “interested persons”
should be defined or clarified.

§§75.2002 and 77.2002

(19) Should MESA “approve” training
programs.

(20) Whether the time 11m1ts are suffi-
cient for the operator to submit a train-
ing program for approval.

«(21) Whether prior MESA approval
should be required for changes in in-
structors, course materials, and time al-
locations in approved programs.

§§ 75.2003 and 77.2003

(22) Whether the regulations should
include a brief outline of course material,
a, general description of teaching meth-
ods or guidelines for an acceptable pro-
gram. )

(23) Whether instructors should be ap-
proved by MESA, and if so, whether the
criteria for approval should be set forth.

(24) Whether qualifications should be -

established for the company official re-
sponsible for health and safety training
at the mine.

© (25) Whether under §§ '75.2003(c) and

77.2003(c) the Chief of the Training

Center should specify in writing his rea-
sons for disapproving any phase or time
reduction of 2 training program.

(26) Whether the word “reasonable”
should be inserted before the word “time”
in §§ 75.2003(c) (1) and 77.2003(c) (1).

(27) Whether the official responsible
for health and safety training must be
“at the mine.”

(28) Whether an operator can proceed

with phases of a training program that -
have been approved or whether the entire-

program must be approved before imple-
mentation.
§8 75.2004 and 77.2004

(29) Whether the operator should bear
the burden of proof for demonstrating
that a newly hired miner ha.s received

prior training.

PROPOSED RULES

(30) Whether Inexperienced miners
should receive certificates from MESA as
proof of training received.

(31) Whether the operator should be
required to submit “proof” to the repre-
sentative of the miners that an inexperl-
enced miner has been trained.

(32) Whether the words “preceding
initial employment” should be deleted
from §§175.2004¢(c) and 77.2004(c) to
eliminate any conflict as to which em-
ployees are to be given training.

(33) Whether relative to first ald and
cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR)
training the operator is liable when an
instructor fails to use or misuses the
proposed technique resulting in injury
to the trainee miner.

(34) Whether once a miner is trained
such training is sufiicient although the
minerchanges jobs or mines.

§§ 75.2006 and 77.2006

(35) Whether training should be re-
quired for all new work assirmments.

(36) Whether the acceptable work ex-
perience requirement for reassigned
miners should be changed.

(37) Whether in § 77.2006(a) there Is
a confiict between the term “on-the-job
training” and the wording “shall not
perform such new work duties untit the
training * * * has been completed.”

(38) Whether §8§75.2006 and 77.2006
would conflict with job bidding provi-
sions or state laws.

(39) Whether requirements for train-
ing on new machinery and for dispatch-
ers should be written as separate regu-
Iations.

(40) Whether the proficiency test re-
quired of machine operators should be
recorded and attested to by signature.
§§ 75.2007 and 77.2007

(41) Whether to include a provision to

the effect that if o g program is
conducted during a regular shift, miners
should be compensated at regular rates:
if conducted on overtime, miners should
be compensated at premium rates.
(42) Whether the last two words of
§§ 75.2007(b) (1) and 77.2007(b) (1),
‘“‘each miner,” should be changed to “job
classiﬁcation .

§8 75.2008 and 77.2008

(43) Whether the reduction in amount
of time for instruction provisions should
be eliminated since operators may file
section 301(c) petitions for modification.

(44) Whether reductions in instruc-
tion time permitted by the Chief of the
Training Center should have the concur-
rehce of the District Manager.,

§§75.2009 and 77.2009

(45) Whether MESA’s program for
approving instructors should be con-
ducted at regular intervals in the imme-
diate region of the mine site,

(46) Should operators be given a specl-
fied time to have instructors approved
before the effective date of the training
program.

=
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(47) Should MESA promptly nofify
the employer uipon approval of an in-
structor.

§§75.2010 and 77.2010

(48) Whether the records of fraining
should be kept by the operator at the
mine or other specified location.

The Assistant Administrator, Educa-
tion and Training, Mining Enforcement
ond Safety Administration, vri]l conduct
the hearins.

The hearing shall be conducted in an
informal manner and a verbatim tran-
geript will be maintained. All written
statements, charts and other data will
be recelved in the record. Within 60 days
after completion of the hearing, the Sec-
retary shall make findings of fact which
shall he public. -

1t is requested that persons who desn'e
to testify at the hearing notify the As-
sistant Administrator, Educatxon and
Training, Mining Enforcement and
Safety Adminlstmtion, Department of
the Interior, Room 528, Ballston Tower
No. 3, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington,
Virginia 22203, telephone (703) 235-1460,
no later than Friday, December 31, 1976.
Coples of comments, suggestions and ob-
jectlons filed may be examined at, or ob-
tained from the Assistant Administrator,
Education and Trainings.

Date: November 26, 1976.

Wrrarr L. Fismer,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc.76-35439 Filed 12-1-7€;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Hzalth Resources Administration
[42CFRPart124]
PROJECT GRANTS FOR PUBLIC MEDICAL

FACILITY CONSTRUCTION AND MOD-
ERNIZATION

Proposed Rulemaking
Correction

In FR Doc. 76-34989, appearing at page
52079 in the Issue of Friday, November 26,
1976, on page 52082, column 1, in para-
graph (i), delete lines 4, 5 and 6 and
substitute the following therefor: “such
certificate of need program is conducted
by another agency of the State, a cur-
rently effective certificate of need from
such other agency which is adopted by
the State Agency.”

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
Materials Transportation Bureau
[49CFRPart172]

[Docket No. HM-141]

COLOR CODING OF COMPRESSED GAS

PACKAGES

Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking;
Postponement of Date for Filing Com-~

On September 30, 1976, the Office of
Hazardous Materials Operations pub-
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lished a notice (41 FR 43188) under
Docket No. HM-141 soliciting comments
concerning the merits of color coding of
compressed gas packages. The closing
date for filing comments was Novem-
ber 30, 1976.

A request has been received from a
potential commenter who has asked for
additional time to make a presentation
based on information and views to be
obtained from a more complete analyses
of the proposal. Since the purpose of the
notice was to obtain as much informa-
tion and as many viewpoints as possible,
we believe that additional time should
be allowed for such a purpose. In consid-
eration of the foregoing, the date for fil-
ing comments on the notice under Docket
HM-141 is changed from November 30, -
1976 to February 1, 1977. - .

(49 U.S.C. 1803, 1804, 1808; 49 CFR 1.53(e)
and paragreph (a) (4) of App. A to Part 102.)

Issued In Washington, D.C., on Novem-
ber 26, 1976.

C. H, THOMPSON, P.E.,
Acling Director, Offiice of
Hazardous Materials Operations.

[FR Doc.76-35421 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

-

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[49 CFR Part 571 ]
[Docket No. 76-08; Notice 1]

LAMPS, REFLECTIVE DEVICES, AND
ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT

Motor Vehicle Safety Standard -

This notice proposes an amendment
of 49 CFR 571.108, Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard No. 108, Lamps, Reflective De-~
vices, and Associated Equipment, to re-
vise mounting height requirements for
clearance and identification lamps.

Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108
requires motor vehicles whose overall
width is 80 inches or more to be equipped
with clearance lamps and identification
lamps. The Standard further requires
that these lamps be mounted as close
as practicable to the top of the vehicle
(Table II), but allows a lower mounting
of the clearance lamps if the rear iden-
tification lamps are mounted at the ve-
hicle’s extreme height (54.3.1.4)., The
American Trucking Associations Inc.
(“ATA”) has petitioned for deletion of
S4.3.1.4 and any references to mounting
helght of clearance.and identification-
lamps on trailers, as contained in Table
II. ATA argues that the current standard
results in anomalies, and that because
of the wide variety of body configurations
it is impossible to establish 4 uniformly
applicable mounting height requirement
for these lamps. It argues further that

" high lamp placement inhibits safety in

inclement weather by depriving the fol-
lowing driver “of the aggregate effect of
low-mounted identification and clearance .
lamps found on almost all trailers ex-
cept van-type”. It also argues that low-
mounted lamps are more easily cleaned
and likely to be maintained than higher
ones, and less of 2 hazard since use of
a ladder is not required to reach them.
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Another argument advanced by ATA is
that the 55 mph speed limit has reduced
the differential in speeds between trucks

and passenger cars which formerly may

have coniributed to rear-end collisions
and that therefore the marking function
of the lamps has lost its significance.
On the basis of information currently
available, the NHTSA has decided that
the ATA pefition merits initiation of
rulemaking, Since' the arguments ad-
vanced by ATA are generally applicable
to vehicles other than trailers, the pro-
posed amendment would include any
motor vehicle required by Standard No.
108 to be equipped with clearance and
identification lamps. The location re-
quirements for clearance and identifica~
tion lamps were part of initial Standard
No. 108, “based upon existing standards”
in accordance with the mandate of sec-
tion 103(h) of the National Traffic and
Motor Vehicle Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 1392
(h)). The standards were those of the
Society of Automotive Engineers and the
Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety, Federal
Highway Administration, which pre-
scribed that these lamps be located at the
top of the vehicle. The premise for these
requirements appears to have been that
the height and width of over-size vehicles
that are frequently slow moving should be
distinctively marked in a way to alert
Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit comments on the proposal. Com-

consideration as well in that visibility of
lower mounted lamps was more likely to
be reduced by mud and snow in earller
times when the nation’s primary and
secondary road system was not as well
developed as it is today. The NHTSA be-
lieves that if the height of these marker
lamps serves the presumed safety pur-
pose, the location requirements should be
retained. But if not, then there iy no
longer a safety need to retain a design-
restrictive requirement. The comments
received in response to this notice will,
of course, be carefully considered in
reaching & final decision.

In accordance with the Secretary’s di- °
rective to improve analysis and review of
regulations (41 FR 16200), implementing
the President’s policy of regulatory rec-
form, the NHTSA has evaluated the ben~
efits and other impacts of the proposal.
The proposed amendment, by eliminating
& restriction, would impose no additional
cost burden upon any regulated person.

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed that 49 CFR 571.108, Motor
Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108 be
amended as follows:

§ 571 [Amendecd]

1. Paragraph $4.3.1.4 would be deloted.

2. In Table II, the requirements for
identification lamps and clearance lamps
would be revised to read:

TasLe Xl.—Location of required equipment (mullipurpose passcnger velicles, trucks,
trailers, and buses of 80 or more inches overall widih)

Location on—

Helght above read

Ttem -
Multipurpose passenger vehicles,
ptrucks, and l%‘us,es S

surfaco measured from
contor of itom on
vehiclo at curh wolglit

Trailers

- *

Xdentification  Onthefront—3amber lamps, ac ¢loso
lamps. as practicable to the top of the
vehicle, at the same height, a3 close
as practicable to the vertical
centerling with lamp centers

ced not less than 6 in. or more
than 12 in. apart.

On thorear—3ved lampsat thesame
height, as close as practicable to the
vertical centerline, with lamp
centers spaced not less than 6 in.
or more than 12 in. apart.

On the front—2 amber lamps, to
indicato the overall width of the
vehicle, 1 on each side of tho verti-
cal cenierline, at the same height,
and as near the top as practicable.

On the rear—2 red lamps to indicate
the overall width of the vehicle, 1
on each side of the vertical center-
line, at the same height,

Clearance
lamps.

On the front—None.

or moroe ¢
On the front—2 amber lamps, to

On the rear~2 red lampsg to indicato

* *

On tho front—No part
of tho lamp or motiat-
ings shall extend
below tho top of tho
vohlcle’s windshiold,

Onthorear—3red lampsat thosame On tho rear—-No

height, as closeas practicable to the

vertical centerline, with lamp

conters sgaccd not fess than 6 in.
an 12 in, apart.

requiremnent.

On the front—No
indicate tho overoll width of the  requirement.
vohiclo, 1 on each side of the verti-

cal confcrlino, at tho same height.

On the rear—~No
the overall width of thovehiclo,1  requirement.
on each side of the vertical conter-

line, at the same height.

ments should refer to the docket num-
ber and be submitted to: Docket Section,
National Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration, Room 5108, 400 Seventh Street,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. It is re-
quested but not required that 10 copies
be submitted.

All comments received before the close
of business on the comment closing date
indicated below will be considered, and
will be available for examination in the
docket at the above address both before
and after that date. To the extent pos-
sible, comments filed after the closing
date will also be considered. However,
other drivers of the presence of a po-
tential hazard using the road ahead.

There appears to have been a practical

the rulemaking action may proceed at
any time after that date, and comments
received after the closing date and too
late for consideration in regard to tho
action will be treated as suggestions for
future rulemaking. The NHTSA will con-
tinue to file relevant material as it be-
comes available in the docket after the
closing date, and it is recommended that
inferested persons continue to examino
the docket for new materinl.
Comment closing date: January 13,
1971.
Proposed effective date: Date of pub-
+ Heation of amendment in the Feperarn
REGISTER.
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(Secs. 103, 119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718
(156 US.C. 1802, 1407); delegations of au-
thority ap 49 CFR 1.50 end 49 CFR 501.8.)

 Tssued on November 16, 1976.

ROBERT L.. CARTER,
Associate Administrator,
Motor.Vehicle Programs.

{FR Doc.76-34096 Filed 12-1-76;8:46 am]

_INTERSTATE COMMERCE
- COMMISSION
[49 CFR Part 1047 ]
[Ex Parte No. MC-75 (Sub-No. 1)}
AGRICULTURAL COOPERATIVE TRANS-

PORTATION EXEMPTION (MODIFICA-
-TION OF REGULATIONS)

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

At a General Session-of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, held at its office
in Washington, D.C., on the 18th day of

~ November, 1976.

It is ordered, That based upon the rea-
sons set forth in the attached notice, a
proceeding, be, and is hereby, instituted

_ pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552, 553, and 559

(the Administrative Procedure Act) and
sections 203 and 204 of the Interstate
Commerce Act (49 U.S.C. 303 and 304).

- It is further ordered, That the attached
hotice be, and it is hereby, adopted and
incorporated by reference into this
order. : -

It is further ordered, That the Bureau
of Enforcement of this Commission, be,
and it is hereby, authorized and directed
to participate in this proceeding.

And it is further ordered, That notice
of the institution of this proceeding shall

- be given to the general public by mailing

a copy of this order to the Public Utili-
ties Commission or Board of each State
having jurisdiclion over motor trans-
portation, by depositing a copy of this

,order and the attached notice in the

Office of the Secretary, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Washington, D.C,, for
public inspection, and by delivering a

- copy of the notice to the Director, Office

of the Federal Register, for publication
in the ¥epERalL REGISTER as notice to
interested persons.

By the Commission. (Commissioner
Christian dissenting and Commissionér
Corber ‘not participating). -

oL ‘ROBERT -Li. OSWALD,
~ Secretary.
.- Commissioner Christian, * dissenting:
I did not join my colleagues in voting to
institute this rulemaking proceeding be-
cause I strongly believe that it will not
offer no matetial assistance in combat-
ing the very serious problems it purports

- to address. T am taking the unusual step

of dissenting from fhe institution of this
proceeding because I am convinced that
new or changed rules are not required in
this area. What is needed is the dedica-
tion of our energies to pursuing those
who are abusing the exemption of section
iﬂ%(b) (5) of the Interstate Commerce

ct. - -

The notice issued today offers rules
which either track the language of the

PROPOSED RULES

statute or make minor modifications in
cwrrent regulations. Justification state-
ments in support of .the rules speak in
‘general terms about the sham co-op
problem. The statements omit rational
explanations of why the rules are neces-

. saxy or how they will assist in solving

specific problems. In my view, our cur-
rent regulations are adequate and the
statute gives us the requisite authority
and guidelines we need to enforce the sec-
tion 203(b) (5) exemption. -

By opposing the institution of this pro-+
ceeliing, X do not mean to imply any dis-
agreement with. the majority’s percep-
tion of the difficulties the agency faces
in this area. However, we must under-
stand that regulations, old or new, do
not enforce themselves, Thus, new regu-
lations must promise some improvements
before we plunge into a proceeding
which diverts scarce enforcement re-
sources from the important task of polic-
ing compHance with the law,

I believe that we can better achieve
the results we are seeking by vigorously
enforcing the law. Those who file false
Bop 102 statements should be prosecuted
under 18 U.S.C. 1001 which carries a
penalty of five years in prison, & $10,000
fine, or both. Organizations which ex-
ceed the specific percentage guldelines
for non/member transportation of sec-
tion 203(b) (5) should be brought before
the courts where such activities may be
permanently enjoined. We have specific
authority in section 220(g) of the Act to
inspect co-op books and records to asslst
us in detecting and terminating unlaw-
ful conduct.

The notice indicates that we have had
modest success in terminating the trans-
portation activities of illegal co-ops, We
should strengthen this favorable record
and provide a meaningful deterrent to
chronic abusers of the law and our
regulations. .

In view of the fact that this proceed-
ing is being instituted, I hope that in-
terested persons will take the opportunity
to suggest changes in the law or improved
enforcement techniques to meet the
problem. Constructive comments in these
areas may salvage some benefits from
an otherwise wasteful proceeding,

NoOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING

e Purpose: The purpose of this docu-
ment is to notify the public that the In-
terstate Commerce Commission is pro-
posing modifications to its regulations
which would, if adopted, (1) more clearly
define the exemption from economic
regulation pccorded motor vehicles con-
trolled 'and operated by agricultural
cooperative associations or federations
thereof, and (2) formulate new and re-
vised requirements concerning record
keeping and notice to the Commission
respecting certain transportation pro-
vided in such motor vehicles.®

The continued expansion of unlawful
motor carrier operations by alleged agri-
cultural cooperatives has increased our
concern as to the adverse impact such
unlawful operations may have on the
regulated transportation industry. 'The
regulations (49 CFR 1047.20-23) pre-
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scribed to implement the provisions of
Pub. L, 80-433, contrary to expectations,
have not resulted in substantially better
control of this situation. What was once
an isolated area of concern has developed
into a national problem. The number of
organizations claiming the exemption
has proliferated as well as has their
solicitation of traffic to the detriment of
the regulated transportation industry.
Twenty-seven organizations registered
with the Commission in 1969 following
adoption of the filing requiremenis of
§ 1047.23. During 1970, 1 filing was re-
celved, followed by 30 during 1871, 41

during 1973, 41 during 1974, and 79 in.

1975. Court action brought against a2
number of these coogeratives has re-
sulted in the productioh of evidence re-
vealing that a significant amount of ton-
nage normally handled by regulated rail
and motor carriers has been diverted
from these two modes. It appears that
substantial volumes of such commodities
as glass, meat, frozen foods, soap powd-
ers, chemicals, steel products, canned
foodstuffs, and drugs routinely have been
transported by firms operating pursuant
to the agricultural ccoperative exemp-
tion. For example, in a recent proceed-
ing, a motor carrier, operating as an
alleged exempt agricultural cooperative.
was enjoined and restrained by a U.S.
District Court from engaging in unlawfv
operations, and a major chemical manu-
facturer was likewise restrained from
using its services. It was revealed thar
the chemlical manufacturer had shipped
27,426,000 pounds of chemicals durings
1974 and 13,842,000 pounds during th-~
first 6 months of 1975 via the alleged
cooperative which operated either as a
carrier or broker.

Listed below is a tabulation of enforce-
ment actions concluded by the Commis-
sion and the courts involving unauthor-
{zed motor carrier operations by alleged
or sham cooperatives.

Nnmber of enforcement actions

Administrative Court

L Do

NOROQO®W
e

(A detafled summary of these actions

is available for public examination.) It

is apparent that some action must be
taken to correct the adverse effect the
operations of the “sham” cooperatives
are having on surface modes of reg-
ulated transportation. .

Proposed regulations, and a short jus-
tification for each, are set forth in Ap-
pendix A to this notice. Briefly stated,
the proposed rules will, among other
things, (1) More clearly define an agri-
cultural cooperative association and its
members consistent with the Agricultural
Marketing Act, approved June 15, 1929,
as amended (12 U.S.C. 1141j), (2) Revise
the definition of member transportation,
(3) Preclude the use of one-way trip-
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leased vehicles in the provision of non-
farm-nonmember- transportation, (4)
Establish record-keeping requirements
regarding the provision of non-member
transportation, (5) Revise Form BOp-
102 (by which Notice of Intent is given
to the Commission) and the require-
ments for the filing and amending there-
of, including rules under which filings
may be rejected, and (6) Provide for
public notification of filings made.
No hearings will be scheduled for the
recelving of testimony in this proceed-

PROPOSED RULES

spirit of the Agricultural Marketing Act.
Sece Machinery Haulers, supra; Agricul-
tural Transp. Assn. of Tex. Investigation,
102 M.C.C. 527 (1966), affirmed Agricul-
tural Transportation Association of
Texas v. United Stales, 274 F. Supp. 528

(N, D, Tex. 1967) ; Interstate Commerce

Commission v, Southwest Marketing As-
sociation, 315 F., Supp. 805 (N. D. Tex.
1970); and Interstate Commerce Com-
mission v. KSI Farm Lines Co-Op, Inc.,

A07 F. Supp. 145 (E. D. Wis. 1976). Addi-

tionally, the extent to which such coop-

ing, unless a need therefor should later _eratives may engage in transportation

appear, but interested parties may par-
ticipate in this proceeding by submitting
for consideration written statements of
facts, views, and arguments on the sub-
jects mentioned above, or any other sub-
Jects pertinent to this proceeding. An
original and 15 copies of such statements
shall be filed with the Secretary, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423, on or before January 31,
1977. All such statements will be con-
sidered as evidence and as part of the
record in this proceeding, |

By this Commission. —

ROBERT L., OSWALD,
Secretary.

PROPOSED REVISIONS OF 49 CFR
PART 1047

(Proposed changes or additions are in italics
and brackets.)

SECTION 1047.?0 DEFINITIONS:

As used in the regulations in this part,
the following terms shall have the mean-
ing shown:

(a) Cooperative Association. The term
“cooperative association” means an as-
sociation which conforms to the defini-
tion in the Agricultural Marketing Act,
approved June 15, 1929, as amended (12
U.S.C. 1141)), Land which is engaged in
transportation only as an incidental and
necessary adjunct to its primary busi-
ness enterprise as a producer and proces=-
sor of agricultural commodities. The co=
operative association must, be operated
and controlled by and for the benefit of
elected officers and directors.] Associa-
tions which do not conform fo such def-
inition are not eligible to operate under
the partial exemption of section 203(b)
(5) of the Interstate Commerce Act.

Justification for proposed changes or
additions: The partial exemption of sec~
tion 203(b) (5) was enacted with a view
toward excusing from economic regula-

tion the transportation activities of legit-

imate farmer cooperatives in order to
foster the growth and development of
such cooperatives in the public interest
and in accordance with the announced

purposes of thé-Agricultural Marketing.

Act. Machinery Haulers Assn. v. Agricul-
tural Commodity Serp., 86 M.C.C. 5, 13
(1961). Since the enactment of that sec-

tion, and its subsequent amendment in -

1968, the question of what constitutes a
legltimate farmer cooperative has come
before the Commission and the courts on
numerous occasions. We believe that the
proposed revision of. this subsection in
this regard, is consistent both with Com-
. misston and court decisions and with the

activities and still retain their status as
legitimate cooperatives has been a topic
of considerable contention. On numerous
occasions, the Commission- has become
aware of sham cooperatives which are,
in reality, transportation entities which
derive substantial revenues from the
transportation of non-exempt-trafiic for
non-member shippers. Such sham coop-
eratives exploit the considered exemp-
tion, operate as unregulated carriers, and
divert revenues from regulated, properly
authorized carriers. .

It is clear that Congress by no means
intended to sanction a cooperative as-
sociation’s indiscriminate and unregu-
lated participation in for-hire trans-
portation in open competition with regu-
lated carriers. Agricultural Transp. Assn.
v. Florida Pub, Serv., 108 M.C.C. 96, 103~
104 (1968). It is believed that, by appro-
priate revision of-this subsection, the ex-

- tent to which legitimate cooperatives

may engage in transportation .will be
more clearly delineated and that poten-
tial abuses of the considered exemption
will, in some measure, be forestalled. See,
in addition to the above-cited cases,
Northwest Agriculiural Cooperative As-
sociation, Inc. v. Intersiate Commerce
Commission, 350 ¥. 2d 252 (9th Cir.
1965), cert. denied, 382 U.S. 1011 (1966) ;
Ex Parte No. MC-175 (Sub-No. 1), Im-
plementation of P. L. 90-433—Agric.
Coop. Exemption, 108 M.C.C. 799 (1969) ;
Interstate Commerce Commission V.
Milk Producers Marketing Company, 405
F. 2d 639 (10th Cir. 1969) ; and Muni-
tions Carriers Conference, Inc. v. Amer-
ican Farm. Lines, 303 F. Supp. 1078 (W.
D. Okla. 1969), afi'd. 440 F. 2d 944 (10th
Cir. 1971).

(b) Federation of Cooperative Asso-
ciations. The term “federation of coop- -
erative associations” means a federation
composed of either two or more coopera-
tive assoclations, or one or more coop-
erative associations and one or more
farmers, which federation possesses no
greater powers or purposes than a coop-
erative association as defined in para-
graph (a) of this section. Federations of
cooperative assoclations which do not
conform to such definition are not eligi-
ble to operate under the partial exemp-
tion of section 203(b) (5) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act.

Justification: No change or addition
is proposed,

(¢) Member. The term “member”, [in
the case of_ a cooperative association,
means any farmer] which has consented
to be, has been accepted as, and is a
member in good standing in accordance
with the constitution, bylaws, or rules of

- .

the cooperative assoclation. [In the case
of a federation of cooperative associg«

" tions, the term “member” means any

cooperative associationl which has con~
sented to be, has been accepted as, and
is a member in good standing in accord-
ance with the constitution, bylaws, or
rules of the federation of cooperative
associations.

Justification: No substantive change is
contemplated. This subsection simply
has been rewriften for the purposes of
clarification.

(d) Farmer. The term “farmer” means
any individual, partnership, corporation,
or other business entity to the extent
engaged in farming operations either ag
a producer of agricultural commodities
or as a farm owner,

Justification: No change or addition
is proposed. The term “farmer” was spe-
cifically defined as above in Machinery
Haulers, supra, at page 19, which defini~
tion subsequently was accepted by the
Commission in Implementation of Pub.
L. 90-433, supra, and in other proceed«
ings. We wish to emphasize, however,
that a farmer qualifies as a member of

a cooperative only to the extent it en-

gages in farming operations and that the
transportation of & member farmer's
non-farm business traffic contsitutes
transportation “for non-members who
are neither farmers, cooperative associa~
tions, nor federations thereof” as the
terms are used in § 1047.21 herein. A &G
Carriers, Inc—Investigation of Opera-
tions, 124 M.C.C, 250, 256 (1975).

(e) Interstate Transportation. The
term “interstate transportation” means
transportation by motor vehicle in inter~
state or forelgn commerce. as defined in’
Part II of the Interstate Commerce Act,
as amended.

Justification: No change or addition is
proposed.

(f) Member Transpm-tretion. The term
“member transportation” means trang-
portation performed by a cooperative
association or federation of cooperative ’
assoclations for ifself or for its members
but does not include transportation rer«
formed in furtherance of the nonfarm
business [of itself or]l of such members,
[Member transportation includes the
transportation of manufactured or proc-
essed cammodities only to the extent of
a percentage ratio to raw aorieuliural
commodities which is no greater than the
percentage ratio of manufactured or
processed commodities to raw agricul-
tural commodities produced by the coop«
erative or the member for which trang-
nortation is performed. Member trans-
portation does not include transporta-
tion performed for or on behalf of the
United States or any of its agencies or
instrumentalities.]

Justification: The performance of
transportation in the furtherance of the
farm business of a cooperative or its
members is, of course, the hallmark of
the legitimate cooperative assooiation
transportation activity. On the other
hand, extensive operations in the trans-
portation of manufactured and proc-
essed commodities and Government traf-
fic historically have been indicative of
sham cooperative transportation activi-
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ties. The Commission has been able to
identify a significant number of shippers
which have been engaged in the regular
use of the sham cooperative for the in-
terstateé transportation of their manu-
factured or processed commodities. Such
trafiic, usually moved at depressed rates,
has been diverted from -regulated car-
riers, both motor and rail. Such diver-
sion continues to grow and to have con-

. siderable impact on the operations of

. legitimate regulated transportation en-

1

tities. The proposed changes in the defi-
nition of member transportation, thus,
are put forth with a view toward cur-
tailing the undersirable activities of the
sham cooperative. It is clear that trans-
portation performed for or on behalf of
the United States does not constitute
member transportation. 4 G Carriers,
supra; ' Munitions Carriers, supra; -and
Interstate Commerce Commission V. Big
Sky Farmers and Ranchers Markeling
Cooperative of Montana, 451 F. 2d 511
(9th Cir. 1971). Regarding the proposed
percentage ratio limitations respecting
the transportation of manufactured or
processed commodities, we believe that
the proposed rule would have the desired
effect of curtailing the undesirable ac-
tivities of the sham cooperative while
having little or no impact on the opera-
tions of the legitimate cooperative as-
sociation. Compare -Agricultural Trans-
portation Association of Texas, supra;
and A G Carriers, supra. The proposed
change in the first sentence of this sub-
section is put forth in recognition of
the fact that-cooperative associations, or
federa.twns thereof, may, to some extent,
eéngage. in nonfarm business. See 4 G
Carriers, supra, at page 25%7. We do not
believe that transportation in further-
ance of such business may be deemed
member transportation.

(g) Non-member transportation. The
term  “non-member transportation”
means transportation performed by'a co-
operative association or federation of co-
operative assocations other than member
transportation as defined in (f), above.

Justification: This subsection would be
changed only by way of reference to a
revised subsection (£), above. Reference
should be made to the justification set
forth thereunder. -

(h) Fiscal year. The term “fiscal year”
means -the annual accounting period
adopted by the cooperative association or

“federation of cooperative associations for

Federal income tax reporting purposes.
Justification: No change or addltlon is

- proposed.
SECTION 1047.21 Comtmmon oF TON>~ non-mémber traffic to be moved in trip-

NAGE ALLOWABLE IN NONFARM-NONMEM
BER TRANSPORTATION

Interstate transportation performed by
a cooperative association or federation of
cooperative associations for nonmembers
who are neither farmers, cooperativeas-
sociations, nor federations thereof for
compensation, - 'except transportation
otherwise exempt under part II of the
Act, shall be limited to that which is in-
cidental to -its primary transportation
operation and necessary for its effective
performance and shall in.no event exceed

PROPOSED RULES

15 percent of its total interstate trans-
portation services in any fiscal year,
measured in terms of tonnage. [(Such
transportation shall not include trans-
portation performed through the use of
one-way trip-leased vehicles.l A coop-
erative association or federation of co-
operative associations may transport its
own property, its members’ property,
that of other farmers, and the property
of other cooperatives of federations in
accordance with existing law, except in~
sofar as the provisions of §1047.22 may
be applicable with respect to the limit on
member/nonmember transportation.

(a) The phrase “incidental to its pri-
mary transportation operation and nec-
essary for its effective performance”
means that the interstate transportation
of the cooperative association or federa-
tion of cooperative associations for non-
members as described above is performed
with the same trucks or tractors em-
ployed.in a prior or subsequent trip in
the primary trgusportation operation of
the cooperative assoclation or federa-
tion, that it is not economically feasfble
to operate the trucks or tractors empty
on return trips (outhound trips in cases
where the primary transportation op-
eration is inbound to the association or
federation), and that the additional in-
come obtained from such transportation
is necessary to make the primary trans-
portation operation financially practica-
ble. .

Justification: As originally concelved,
the nonfarm-nonmember transportation
provision of this section was intended to
assist the cooperative in minimizing the
wasteful, empty return (or, as the case
may be, outbound movement) of its
equipment. Such provision has been
much abused, however. Cooperatives
have transported nonfarm-nonmember
traffic in back-to-back moves, in so-
called “sandwich moves”, following long
layovers, or prior or subsequent to ex-
tensive deadheading. 3Milk Producers,
supra; Munitions Carriers, supra; and
Southwest Marketing, supra. More sig-
nificantly, it appears that many associ-
ations, perhaps sham cooperatives, have
been engaging in extensive one-way
trip-leasing operations which, we be-
leve, prostitute the intent of the non-
farm-nonmember transportation au-
thorization. So extensive are such oper~
ations that it appears that a new indus-
try, that of “cooperative agent”, has
come into being. The cooperative agent,
rather than acting out of a concern for
the expeditious, economical return of the
copperative’s equipment, actively solicits

_leased equipment. As indicated above,
" Congress and this Commission have

sought to aid cooperative associations in
performing thelr agricultural functions,
not to allow them to go into the general
trucking business. AMachinery Haulers,
supra; and Agricultural Transp, Assn. v.
Florida, supra. Having given the issue
much consideration, we have come to the
conclusion that the one-way trip-leasing
operations of agricultural cooperatives
(whether bona fide or not, see A G Car-
riers, supra) can not be sald to meet the
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“Incidental and necessary” test of the
statute and of these regulations. Com-
pare Machinery Haulers, supra; Agri-
cultural Transportation Association of
Tezxas, supra; Agriculturael Transp. Assn.
v. Florida, supra; Northwest, supra; I'm-
plementation of Pub. L. 90433, supra;
Il Producers, supra; Munitions Car-
riers, supra; and Southwest Marketing,
supra. We helieve, then, that the pro-
posed revision of this section is war-
ranted.

(b) The base tonnage to which said
15 “percent limifation is appled is all
tonnage of all kinds transported by the
cooperative association of federation of
cooperative associations in interstate or
foreirm commerce, whether for itself, its
members or nonmembers, for or on be-
half of the United States or any agency
or instrumentality thereof, and that per-
formed within the exemption provided by
section 203(b} (6) of the Act.

Justificatlon: No change or addition
is proposed.

Secrion 104722 NONMEMBER TRANSPOR-
TATIO: LIMITATION AND RECORD EKEEPING_

ta) Orverall limitation of nonmember
transportation. No cooperative associa-
tion or federation of cooperative asso-
clations which Is required to give notice
to the Commission umder § 104723 may
engage in nonmember interstate trans-
portation for compensation in any fiscal
year which, measured in terms of ton-
narge, exceeds its total inferstate mmember
transportation in such fiscal year.

Justification: No change or addition
is proposed.

(b) [Records of interstate transporta-
tion when nonmember transportation is
performed. Any cooperative association
or federation of cooperative associations
as defined in this Part performing inter-
state transportiation for mnonmembers
shall prepare and retain for a neriod of
at least two years written records of all
interstate transportation performed for
members and nonmembers. Such records
shall contain (a) the date of the ship-
ment, (b) the names and addresses of
the consignor and consignee, (¢) the ori-
gin and destination of the shipment, (d)
a description of the articles in the ship-
ment, (e) the number of packages end
weight or volume of the shipment, (f)
the exact rate or rates assessed, (g) the
total charges to be collected including a
statement of the nature end amount of
any charges for special service and the
points at which suck special service was
rendered and (h) a description of the
equinpment used either by unit number or
license number and, in the event this
equipment is non-owned, the name and
address of its owners and drivers. This
information shall be availeble at the
location specified by the cooperative in
its Form BOp 102 filed with the Inter-
state Commerce Commission pursuant to
$ 1047.23.1 I1t is proposed that this new
subsection be added.]

Justification: Commission investiga-
tions of agricultural cooperatives neces-
sary to verify the proporiety of the trans-
portation of nonmember traffic are often
gerfously hampered by the lack of factual
records as well as by the faflure of the

*
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regulations to specify the minimum in-
formation required. Whereas bona fide
agriculbural cooperatives almost in-
variably have available the necessary
information, it has been our experience
that the sham cooperative, often finding
refuge in the lack of specificity of our
present regulations, does not have such
information available. The addition of
this subsection requiring that there be
kept available certain minimum infor-
mation relative to nonmember transpor-
tation is proposed with views both toward
forestalling the activitles of the sham
cooperative and toward eliminating the
needlessly large amount of time and
financial resources the Commission has,
in the past, been forced to expend in
developing from other sources informa-
tion which should, we think, be available
at the source—the location specified by
the cooperative in its Form BOp 102 filed
with the Commission. It should be noted
that the proposal requires only trans-
portation information, not information
of the cooperative’s other activities that

ought not to be of concern to this Com-.

mission. Note, further, that the proposal
does not contemplate any prescribed
form but, rather, simply seeks transpor-
tation information as it applies to non-
member traffic.

SECTION 1047.23. NOTICE TO THE
COMMISSION

Notice to the Commission of intent to
perform interstate transportation for
certain nonmembers. A cooperative asso-
clation or federation of cooperative as~
sociations which performs or proposes to
perform interstate transportation for
nonmembers, who are neither farmers,
cooperative associations, nor federations
of cooperative associations, under sec-
tion 203(b) (5> of the Inferstate Com-
merce Act, as amended July 26, 1968,
which transportation is not otherwise
‘exempt under Part II of the act, shall
notify the Commission of its intent to
perform such transportation. Such noti-
fication shall be given within 30 days of
the effective date of the regulations in

this part by those already engaged in

PROPOSED RULES

such operations, and prior to the com-
mencement of such operations by all
others, and shall be in the form, contain
the information, and be served in the
manner called for in Form BOp 102,
Notice to Commission of Intent to Per-
form Interstate Transportation for Cer-
tain Nonmembers Under Section 203¢b)
(5) of the Interstate Commerce Act
(8 1003.1 of this chapter). [Such notice
must be filed with the Commission an-
nually, not later than the 15th of Janu=-

“ary. Following the receipt of a properly

completed Form BOp 102, the informa-
tion contained therein will be published
in the Federal Register as public notice
of the intent of the agricultural coopera~
tive association or federation of coopera-
tive ‘associations to conduct interstate
for-hire transportation for non-members
under section 203(d) (5) of Part II of the
Interstate Commerce Act.

Any changes in the information con-
cerning officers, directors, and location
of transportation records in the notice
on file shall be brought to the Commis~
sion’s attention by the filing of a supple-
mental Form BOp 102 within 15 days of
Such change. The failure to inform the
Commission of such changes will void
the notice on file and result in the Com-
mission’s acceptance of the filing being
rescinded on the basis that it does not
constitute adequate notice to the Com-~
mission of the descriplion of the entity
which intends to perform the transpor-
tation.

Additionally, forms which are incom-
plete or are not properly notarized will
be rejected by the Commission.]

Justification: The file of Forms BOp
102 as maintained by the Commission is
often lacking in current information.
Codperatives frequently change officers,
directors, and location without notifying
the Commission. Such actions prevent
the Commission from making field con-
tact or serving notices without absorbing

-unnecessary, additional expense. By re-
quiring the annual filing of notice and
the prompt (within 15 days) nofification
of the Commission of any changes

‘(rather than “significant” changes) in
the information concerning offlcers, di-
rectors, and the location of records, the
Commission is assured that current in-
formation is avallable. Further, by re-
quiring that changes be brought to the .
Commission’s attention at the risk of
not having a valid notice on flle the
Commission underscored its concern for
the present lack of current information.
The proposed modification will also
provide for a revised BOp 102 (shown
below) containing more explicit and
timely information as to the names and
addresses, as well as the principal occu«
pation, of the cooperative’s principal
officers and directors. This data is needed
in order for the Commission’s fleld staff
properly and expeditiously to verify the
bona fides of the filing cooperative, Un-
der existing regulations, cooperatives are
not required to list the specific address
and principal occupation of their prin-
cipal officers on the BOp 102. This has
been particularly troublesome, for we
have found on all too many occasions
that the so-called “sham” cooperatives,
when called upon by members of the fleld
staff, have been quite uncooperative and
have used numerous tactics to circum-
vent the law and our regulations and to
delay our investigation of their activities.
For instance, all too often a Commission
representative will call upon the prin-
cipal office of an alleged cooperative only
to find that none of the principal officers
is present and the clerk in charge i3 not
authorized either to ‘permit the inspec-
tion of the firm’s records or to inform
our representative of the addresses of its
principal officers. A requirement that
such information be furnished- at the
time of the filing of the BOp 102 is, there«
fore, necessary and in the public interest.
The provisions for the publication of
these filings in the FEepERAL REGISTER

will provide appropriate notice to inter-
ested carrier and shipper groups and will
invite the submission of information that
could have a bearing upon the propriety
of the applicable filing,

[FR Doc.76-36218 Flled 12-1-76;8:46 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

- Farmers Home Administration _
[Noi;lce of Designation Number A404]

- -MICHIGAN
Designation of Emergency Areas

The Secretary of Agriculture has de-
termined that farming, ranching, or
aquaculture operations have been sub-
stantially affected in certain Michigan
Counties as a result of various adverse
weather conditions shown in the follow-
ing chart:

MMICHIGAN

Antrim: Drought June 15-September 17,
1976; frost August 29, 31 and September 1,

- 1976,

Charlevoix: Drought June I-August 30, 1976.

Cheboygan: Drought June 1-September 1,
1976; frost August 29 and September 1,
1976.

Delta: Drought May 20—September 27, 1976;
Jrost August 30, 1976.

Emmet: Drought June 1-August 31, 1976;
frost August 31 and September 1, 1976.

Grand Traverse: Drought July 1-Septem-
ber 10, 1976; frost September 1, 1976.

Kent: Drought June 20-August 31, 1976,

. Leelangu: Drought June 20~August 31, 1976.

Menominee: Drought June 15-October 21,
1976.

Otsego: Drought June 15-September 23,
1976; frost August 29, 31 and September 1,
1976.

Ottawa: Drought May 30-September 8, 1876.
Losses and damages to crops occurred as a

result of the above disasters.

‘Therefore, the Secretary has desig-
nated these areas as eligible for emer-
gency loans pursuant to the provisions of
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Devel-
opment Act, as amended by Pub. L. 94-68,
and the provisions of 7 CFR 1832. 3(b)
including the recommendation of Gover-
nor William G. Milliken that such desig-
nation be made.

Applications for emergency loans must
be received by this Department no later
-than January 17, 1977, for physical losses
and August 16, 1977, for production
losses, except that qualified borowers who
receive intial loans pursuant to this des-
ignation may be eligible for subsequent
loans. The urgency of the need for loans
in the designated areas makes it im-
practicable and contrary to the public
interest to give advance notice of pro-
posed rulemaking and invite public par-
ticipaton.

Done af Washington, D.C., this 24th

. day of November, 1976.

Frank B. ELLIorT,
Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration.

" - [FRDoc.76-35437 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

Forest Service
GRANDE RONDE PLANNING UNIT

Availability of Draft Environmental
Statement; Correction

The notice of avallability for the
Grande Ronde Planning Unit, Wallowa-~
Whitman Natlonal Forest, Oregon,
USDA-FS-R6-DES(Ad)--76-15, that ap-
peared in the FEperar RecisTeR Volume
41, Number 157, Thursday, August 12,
1976, 41 FR 34087, is corrected to extend
the review period to January 10, 1976
due to additional roadless areas belng

identified.
CUrTIS L. SWANSON,
Regional Environmental Coordi-
nator Planning, Programing
and Budgeting.

Novemser 26, 1976. .
[FR Doc.76-35460 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

COMPREHENSIVE PLANS
Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that the Dela-~
ware River Basin Commission will hold
& public hearing on Wednesday, Decem-
ber. 8, 1976, commencing at 2 p.m. The
hearing will be held in the Raphael Peale
Room (second floor) of the Holiday Inn-
Penn Center, 1800 Market Street, Phila-
delphia, Pa. The subject of the hearing
will be applications for approval of the
following projects as amendments to
the Comprehensive Plan pursuant to Ar- ~
ticle 11 of the Companct and/or as proj-
ect approvals pursuant to Section 3.8 of
the Compact.

1. West Chester Municipal Authorily (D-
76-74 CP). A well water supply project to
augment public water supplies in East Brad-
ford Township and several adjacent com-
munities {n Chester County, Pa. Designated
as Wells Nos. 4 and 5, the two new facllities
are expected to yleld 252,000 and 216,000
gallons per day, respectively.

2. Perkiomen Woods Development (D-76~
104 CP), A well water supply project to-serve
the Perkiomen Woods Development in Up-
per Providence Township, Montgomery Couns-
ty, Pa. Designated as Well No. 3, the new
facllity is expected to yleld approximately
270,000 gallons per day.

3. Borough of Xalvern (D-72-47 CP). A
well water supply project to augment pub-
lc water supplies in the _Borough of IMal-
vern, Chester County, Pa. Three new wells,
designated as Wells Nos. 6, 7 and 8, are ex-
pected to provide a combined yicld of 209,-
000 gallons per day.

4. City of Camden (D-76-30 CP). A well
water supply. project to augment public ws-
ter supplies {n the City of Camden, Camden
County, N.J. Designated as Well No, 18, the

.

new facllity is expected to yleld 1.8 million
gallons per day.

5. Touwn of Clayton (D-76-112 CP). A well
water supply project to augment public wa-
ter gupplles in the Town of Clayton, Kent
County, Del. The new facility, designated
as Well No. 3, i3 expected to yleld 360,000
gallons per day.

6. Philadelphia Gos Works (D-76-55) A
cooling water discharge at the Richmond
Plant B of the Gas Works, City of Phila-
delpbia, Pa. About 124 million gallons per
day of uncontaminated cooling water dis-
charges to the Delaware River.

7. PFD/Penn Color, Inc. (D-76-82). A cool-
ing water diccharge at the company’s facility
in Doylestown Township, Bucks County, Pa.
An untreated and uncontaminated dis-
charge of about 100,000 gallons per day will
dizcharge into Pine Run Creek, a tributary
of North Branch Neshaminy Creek.

8. Delmearva Pover and Light Co. (D-76—
102). A water withdrawal test facility on
the Checapeake and Delaware Canal, New
Castle County, Del. About 1.4 million gal-
lons per day will be withdrawn from the
Canal, passed through a well screen and re-
turned to the Canal adjacent to the with-
drawal polnt. The project is designed to
evaluate the use and performance of the
well screen over a period of one year.

9. Rollins Environmental Services, Inc.
(D-69-152-3). An industrial waste treatment
project at the company’s facilities in Logan
Township, Gloucester County, NJ. Various
treatment measures will be applied against
a maximum wastewater fiow of about one
milllon gallons per day having a maximum
total discolved collds concentration of 6,000
milligrams per lter. Treated effuent will
diccharge to Raccoon Creek, a tributary of
the Delaware River, at specified perfods dur-
ing the dally tidal cycle.

Documents relating to the items listed
above may be examined at the Commis-
sion’s offices. Persons wishing to festify
are requested to notify the Secretary
drior to the hearing.

W. BrinTON YWHITALL,
Secretary.

NoveMser 24, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-35467T Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
CARLOS EDMUNDO PLAZAS ET AL

Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder
License Applicants -

Notice is hereby given that the follow-.
ing applicants have filed with the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission applications
for licenses as independent oceanl freight
forwarders pursuant to section 44(a) of
the Shipping Act, 1916 (Stat. 522 and
46 US.C. 841(b)).

Persons knowing of any reason why
any of the following applicants should
not receive a license are requested to
communicate with the Director, Bureau
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of Certification and Licensing, Federal " °

Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, »

Carlos Emundo Plazas, P.O. Box 3845, Ter,
Annex, Log Angeles, CA 90051. N

Donald W, Mosley, P.O. Box 9242, Metairle,
LA 70055, .

Gables Frelght Forwarders, Inc., 3181 S.W.
13th Street, Apt. 110, Miami, Florida 33134,
Officers: Armando Vega, Secretary; Hugo
Pantaleon, Manager; Rogelio Fernandez,
President; Jose M., Garcla, Vice President.

La-Rama Shipping Company (Martin L.
Akins, dba), Box 80272, University of South
Carolina, Columbia, SC 29208, o

Dependable Freight Forwarding Inc., 401
Broadway, New York, NY 10013. Officer:
Roops Shewaram Sakhrani, Pres./Dir./
Secretary.

Consolidated Freight Forwarding Interna-
tional, Inc., 2608 Two Houston Center,
Houston, TX 77002. Officers: Rose G. Ben-
nett, President, Kenneth R. Mahand, Sec./
‘Treas. -

Dated: November 29, 1976.
By the Federal Maritime Commission.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35458 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

NOTICES
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Maritime Administration 4
[Docket No. S-525]

AMER}CAN_ EAGLE TANKER CORP. ET AL.
¢ Multiple Applications

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing companies have filed applications
with the Maritime Subsidy Board (the
Board) pursuant to Title VI of the Mer-
chant Marine Act of 1936, as amended
(the Act), to renew their operating-
differential subsidy (ODS) contracts,
which will expire Decémber 31, 1976, to
provide that they will expire Decem-
ber 31, 1977, unless extended, to operate

the vessels listed, in the carriage of ex- .

port bulk.raw and processed agricultural
commodities in the foreign commerce of
the United States (U.S) from ports in
the U.S. to ports in the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics (U.S.S.R.). Dry and
liquid bulk cargoes may be carried from
the U.S.S.R. and other foreign ports in-
bound to U.S. ports during voyages sub-
sidized for-carriage of export bulk raw
and processed agricultural -commodities
to the US.S.R. -

A

Date of
Company Contract No. Tenewal Vessels
application
American Eagle Tanker Corp., 80 Broad S5t.,, MA/MSB-245 Nov. 17,1976 American Eagle.
Now York, N.Y. 10004, . . . .
Muthiusen}'}sid’l‘an%(ﬁeﬁ {im]iuﬁg.rie% Iﬁ;}f(’)ﬂrm}hc MA/MS8B-212 |, Nov. 18,1976 Solgso Intre}i;d&sSolno Resolute,
dger , adelphia, Pa. 3 eph D, Potts.
Mgﬁdgelig ;Ir‘gﬁk%rz' Co., 615 510 Ave., Now MA/MSB-250 Nov. 16,1076 Montisello Vietory.
York, N.X. 100 MA/MSB-247 .-_..80ueeee __ Do,
M%}mt Vlcqmon '6‘321121(@ Co., 615 5th Ave,, New MA/MS8B-223 ..._..do...._. -- Mount Vernon Victory.
ork, =

Mount 'Washin
New York, N.Y. 10022

Bun Transport, Ine., P.0. Box 280, Clayton, MA/MSB-361 .

Del. 10703,

n Tanker Co., 645 5th Ave., MA/MSB-22¢

ton

~Mount Washi
Nov. 19,1976 America Sun, PennsylvaniazSun,
- Texas Sun.

..do.

- S

Notice is hereby given that Bolton
Shipping Co., Inc. and Colby Shipping
Co., Inc., both of whom have applications
for ODS pending before the Board have
filed subsequent applications with the
Board pursuant to Title VI of the Act to
either (1) renew their ODS contracts
until December 31, 1977 (unless ex-
tended) if the pending applications for
ODS contracts are approved prior to
December 31, 1976 (on which date they

_ will expire) or (2) in the event that ap-
proval of the pending applications cannot

be obtained prior to December 31, 1976,
dpply for ODS contracts which will ex-
pire on December 31, 1977 (unless ex-
tended) for the operation of the vessels
listed below in the carriage of export bulk
raw and processed agricultural com-
modities in the foreign commerce of the
U.S. from ports in the U.S. to ports in
the U.S.S.R. Dry and liquid bulk cargoes
may be carried from the U.S.S.R. and
other foreign ports inbound to U.S. ports
during voyages subsidized for carriage of
export bulk raw and processed agricul-
tural commodities to the U.S.S.R.

="

Date of

C an, Contract No. renewal - Vessels‘
ompany application
Bolton Bhipping Co., Inc., 410 Lakeviile Rd.,‘Lako SBuceess, N.Y. B Nov. 17,1976 Pices.
do. Virgo.

Colby 'Shlpping Co., Inc., 410 Lakeville R4., Lake Success, N.Y.
11040. .

Full details concerning the U.S.-
U.S.8.R. export bulk raw and processed
agricultural commodities subsidy pro-
gram, including terms, conditions and
restrictions upon both the subsidized op-
erators and vessels, appear in Title 46 of
the Code of Federal Regulations, Part
294,

For purposes of section 605(c) of the
Act, it should be assumed that should

-

the Board grant the requested approvals,
the vessels listed above will engage-in the
described trade, on a full-time basis,
during the indicated time period. Under

such approval, each voyage must be ap-:

proved for subsidy assistance prior to its
commencement, and the Board will act
on such requests as an administrative
matter for which there is no requirement
for further section 605(c) notices.

- - ‘

Any person havifig an interest in the
granting of any of the applcations snd
who would contest a finding by the
Board that the service now provided by
vessels of U.S. registry is inadequate,
must on or before December 9, 1976, 10«
tify the Board’s Secretary, in writing, of
his interest and of his position, and file
& petition for leave to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Board’s Rules of Prac=
tice and Procedure (46 CFR Part 2011.
Each such statement of interest and pe-
titioh fo intervene with regard to any
application shall state whether a henr«
ing is requested under section 605(¢) of
the Act and, with as much speoificity ag
possible, the facts that the intervenor
would undertake to prove at such
hearing.

In the event a hearing under section
605(c) of the Act is ordered to be held
with respect to the applcations for re-
newal, the purpose of such hearing will
be to receive evidence relevant to (1)
whether the applications herein de-
scribed, with respect to the vessels to bo
operated in an essential service and
served by citizens of the U.S., would be
in addition to the existing service or
services, and if so, whether the gervice
already provided by vessels of U.S. rog-
istry is inadequate, and (2) whether in
the accomplishment of the purposes and
policy of the Act additional vessols
should be operated thereon.

If no request for hearing and petition
for leave to intervene is recelved within
the specified time, or if the Board deter-
mines that petitions for leave to inter=
vene filed within the specified time do
not demonstrate “sufficient interest to
warrant a hearing, the Board will take
stlz_;:ht actions as may be deemed appro-
priate,

(Catalog of Federal Domestlo Asslstance
Program No. 11.504 Operating-Difforentisl
Subsidies (ODS).)

Dated: November 26, 1976, °

JAMES S. DAWSON, JY.,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35378 Filed 12-1-768:46 am]

[Docket No. 5-526]

SEA TRANSPORT CORP. ET AL.
Multiple Applications

Notice is hereby given that applica~
tions have been filed under the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936, as amended, for oper~
ating-differential subsidy with respect to
bulk cargo carrying service in the U.S.
foreign trade, principally between the
United States and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, to expire unless ox-
tended, on December 31, 1977,

The following Applicants and/or ro-
lated persons or firms employ, or may
employ, ships in the domestic inter-
coastal or coastwise services and have
requested written permission of the
Maritime Administration under section
805(a) of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936, as amended, to engage in the do-
mestic intercoastal or eoastwise services
specified, Such written permission 1s re«
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quired if operating-differential subsidy
is to be granted, notwithstanding the
fact that a voyage in the proposed serv=
ice for which subsidy is sought would
not be ehg1ble for subsidy if the vessel
engages in the domestic commerce of the

. United States on that voyage.

_ I. Name of applicants: Sea Transport
Corporation (Sea Transport) Eagle Ter-
minal Tankers, Inc. (Eagle).

Description of domestic service: Th
applicants, Sea Transport and Eagle,
affiliates of one another and of United
‘Transporter, Inc: (United), have each
requested written permission for the con-
tinued operation in noncontiguous coast-
wise service, and in domestic intercoastal
and coastwise service of the following
vessels:

Ship - R ownere.
Eagle Chargeromeeuer—n- Eagle .
Eagle Leaderen_en.... Eagle
Eagle Traveler ____ ~ Sea Transport
Eagle Voyager.._.__.._.. Sea Transport,
Eagle Transporter....... TUnited

II. Name of applicants: Chas. Kurz &
Co., Inc. (Kurz); Keystone Shipping Co.
(Keystone) ; Keystone Tankship Corpo-
ration (Tankship) ; Fredericksburg Ship-
ping Company (Fredericksburg).

-Description of .domestic service: The
applicants, Kurz, Xeystone, Tankship
and Fredericksburg, affiliates of one an-
other, have each requested written per-
mission for affiliated or associated com-
panies to operate up to a total of 31 U.S.
flag vessels in the transport of liquid
bulk cargoes within and bebtween the
following U.S. coastal areas, with free
interchange of vessels among these areas,
and with the maximum number of ves-
sels to be employed in the areas at any
one time specified:

i Vessels .,
T.S. Gulf-Atlantic Coastwise —cooao_.

17
U.S. Gulf-Atlantic-Puerto Rico__.___ 2
U.S. Atflantic-Gulf Intercosstal (in-

cluding Alaska and Hawail) ... —
Pacific Coast-Alaska-Hawall oo

I, Name .of applicant: American
Trading Transportation Company, Inc.
(American). -

Description of domestic service: Amer-
ican has requested written permission for
itself and related companies to continue
domestic services with the right to move
any vessel from one domestic trade to
another and/or from a foreign trade to
a domestic trade, The following U.S. flag
vessels of the applicant operate or may
operate in various domestic trades, com-
mercially, under charter to the Military
Sealift Command (MSC), or other: .

American Trader (MSC) o~ /
Baltimore Trader .

- Washington Trader (ex-Thetis)

Tezas Trader (3ISC)
Academy

IV. Name of applicant:
‘Tankers, Inc. (Academy).

Description-of-domestic service: Acad-
emy has requested written permission to
operate the SS’s Thomas M and Thomas

_@Q’in the domestic intercoastal and/or

coastwise, service, as well as permission

for related companies to operate in do-

ggtip commerce serving offshore drilling
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V. Name of applicants: Globe Seaways,
Inc, (Globe); Overseas O{l Carriers, Inc.
(Carriers); Ocean Clippers, Inc. (Clip-
Ders); IntercontlnentalBqum.nk Corpo-
ration (Bulktank); Ocean
Corporation (’I‘ankshlps) Ocenn'rmns
portation Company, Inc. (Transporta-
tion); Sea Tankers, Inc. (Tankers);
Overseas Bulktank Corporation (Over-
seas).

Description of domestlc service: The
applicants, "Globe, Carrlers, Clippers,
Bulktank, "Tankships, Transportation,
*Tankers, and Overseas, afllllates of one
another, have each requested written
permission to engage in domestic coagt-
wise, intercoastal and non-contiguous
petroleum trades with the following
tanker vessels:

Vessel Oucner
Overseas Anchorage...—-- Globe
Overséas JOyCOuommw. -= Carriers
Overseas Trayeler... - Clippers
Oversens Alaskfoeeeeeo-. Bulktank
-~ Overseas Vivianoeao..... Tankships
Overseas Natalfe_-oo.o... Tankships
Overseas Aleutian.. .. -- mmpou rtd-
- on
Overseas Ul eccmeeaa. -- ‘Transporta-
, tlon
Qrerseas valdez...oi..-- Tankers
Overseas Allce o eeeee oo Tankers
overseas Arctic o mvccnm overseas
Overseas JURCAU-cuwcnnm overzeas

VI. Name of applicants: Connecticut
Transport, Inc. (Connecticut) ; Mohawk
Shipping Co., Inc, (Mohawk); James
River Transport, Inc. (James) ; Wabash
Transport, Inc. (Wabash); Willamette
Transport, Inc. (Willamette) ; Ogden Sea
Transport, Inc. (Ogden Sea); Rlo
Grande Transport, Inc. (Rlo Grande);
Ogden Merrimac Transport, JInc.
(Merrimae); Empire Transport, Inc.
(Empire); Penn Tanker Company
(Penn),

Description of domestic service: The
applicants, Connecticut, Mohawk, James,
Wabash, Willamette, Ogden Sea, Rlo
Grande, Merrimac, Empire, and Penn,
affiliates of one another, have each re-
quested written permlission for the fol-
lowing vessels to engage in domestic in-
tercoastal or coastwise service:

Vessel Oumner
James. James
Mohawk. Mohawk
Potomace. Emplrs
YellowstonCeaecucawcunaca. Rlo Grande
Columbia, Ogden Sea
Merrimac. 2Merrimac
Connecticut. Connecticut
Ogden WabgsRaamemecaneew. Viabash
Ogden Willamettomaae—oe -— Willamette
Ogden Champion Penn

Ogden Challengeraeeeo.... Penn

VIL Name of anpplicant: International
Ocean Transport Corporation (Interna-
tional).

Description of domestic service: Inter-
national has requested written permis-
slon to own and operate the following
vessels in the domestic intercoastal or
coastwise service: Allegiance, Banner,
Bradford Island, Fort Hoskins, and
Council Grove.

VIII, Name of applicants: Mount
Vernon Tanker Company (Mt. Vernon) ;
Montfcello Tanker Company @fonti-
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cello); Moutpeller Tanker Company
(Montpeller); Mount  Washingion
‘Tanker Company (Mt, Washington).
Description of domestic service: The
applicants, Mt, YVernon, Monticello,
Montpeller, and Mt. Washingion, affili-
ates of one another, have each requested
written permission to, directly or in-
directly, own, operate or charter one or
more vessels in the domestic intercoastal
or coastwise service, and to own a
pecuniary interest, directly or indirectly,
in any person or concern that owns,
charters or operates any vessels in the

domestic™ intercoastal or coastwise
service.

IX. Name of applicant: Ingram Ocean
Systems, Inc. (Ingram).

Description of domestic service: In-
gram has requested written permission
for itself to operate two tug/barge units
in U.8. coastwise service, and for Ingram
Barge Company, Ingram Barge Inc., and
Ingram Materials Inc., affiliates of In-
gram, to operate towboats and barges on
the inland waterways.

X. Name of applicant: JMobil Oil Cor-
poration (Mobil).

Deseription of domestic service: Mobil
has requested written permission to di-
rectly or indirectly, own, operate or char-
ter vessels in domestic intercoastal or
coastwise service, or fo own pecuniary
interest, direcfly or indirectly, in any
person or concern that owns, charters or
operates any vessel(s) in domestic infer-
coastal or coastwise service.

XT. Name of applicant: Blackships, Inc.

Description of.domestic service: Black-
ships, Inc., acting by and through Gulf
Oll Corporation, has requested written
permissfon to continue operation of the
following vessels in domestic intercoastal
or coastwise service, and that all other
vessels owned and/or operated by Gulf
Oll Corporation and other related com-
paniles may continue operation in do-
mestic intercoastal or coastwise service:

Gulfking Gulfsolar
Gulfknight Gulfspray

" Gulfprince Gulfsupreme
Gulfqueen Gulfdeer
Gulfcrest . Guiflion
Gulfoll Gulfseal
Gulfpride Gulftiger

Any person, firm, or corporation hav-
ing any interest (within the meaning of
section 805(a)) In any application and
desiring to be heard on issues pertinent
to section 805(a) and desiring to submit
comments or views concerning the gppli-
catlion must, by close of business on De-
cember 9, 1976, file same with the Secre-
fary, Maritime Administration/Maritime
Subsldy Board, In writing, in fripHcate,
together with petition for leave to inter-
vene which shall state clearly and con-
cisely the grounds of interest, and the al-
leged factsrelled on for relief.

If no petitions for leave to intervene
are recelved within the specified time or
if it is determined that petitions filed do
not demonstrate suficient interest to
warrant a hearing, the Maritime Admin-
istration will take such action as may be
deemed appropriate.

In the event petitions regarding the
relevant sectlon 805(a) issues are re-

2 1976



H
}

.

52900 .

ceived from parties with standing to be
heard, a hearing will be held, the purpose -
of which will be to receive evidence un~
der section 805(a) relative to whether the -
proposed operations (a) could result in’

unfair competition to any person, firm, -
. or corporation operating exclysively in

the coastwise or intercoastal service, or
(b) would be prejudicial to the objects
and policy of the Act relative to’domestic
trade operations. :

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11.604 Operating-Differential Sub-

sidies (ODS) ) .
By Order of the Maritime Subsidy
Board. .

Date: November 26, 1976.

JAMES S. DAWSON, Jr.,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-35377 Filed 12-1-76;8:46 am] -

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM
THE BLIND AND .OTHER SE-
VERELY HANDICAPPED

PROCUREMENT LIST 1976
Proposed Additions
Correction

In FR Doc. '716-33429 appearing on page
50047 in the FrpeErar REGISIER of Friday,
November 12, 1976, in the last paragraph,
the third line should be corrected to
read, “* * * Committee on or before De-
cember 15, * * %", .
PRESIDENT’S COMMITTEE ON

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

MEETING . .

In accordance with the Federal Advi-
sory Committee Act, Pub. L. 92-463, the
President’s Committee on Science and
Technology announces the following
meeting:

Name: President’s Committee on Science and
Technology. 4 '

Date: December 16, 1976.

Time: 8:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m,

Place: New Executive Office Bullding, 726
Jackson Place, NW., Rm. 2008, Washington,

D.C.

Type of Meeting: Open.

Contact person: Mr, Philip E. Culbertson,
Executive Director, President’s Commit~
tee on Sclence & Technology, Executive
Office of the President, New Executive Office
Bullding, %726 Jackson Place, NW., Wash-*
ington, D.C. 20500, Telephone (202) 395~
4596. Anyone who plans to attend should
contact Mr. Culbertson by December 13.°

Summary Minutes: May be obtained from
the Executive Director, President’s Com-~
mittee on Science and Technology.

Purposo of the committee: The President's
Ccommittee on Science and Teclinology was
established on October 29, 1976, to survey,
examine and analyze the overall context of
Federal science, engineering and tech-
nology. The Committee shall submit a final
report of its activities, findings, conclu-

sions snd recommengations to the Presi- -~Borough, (3) Snake-Spring Township,

dent not more than twenty-four months
from the time the Committee Is activated.

NOTICES

Tentative agenda

Time

I Discusslons of plans for committeo structure,
le gu_ne:t partieipants, and consult-
N0,

possib,
ants-Dr,
IL Considerations on the Federal Government
. organization for scienco gnd technology—
. 'J.‘hc‘s1 Honorable Mike McCormack. .coeavx-
JUnc
Research needs and management in tho
world food problem—Dr. Harrison Brown,
Chairman of the NSF. Study -on World
Food and Nutrition Problems. «anveveeanx ~ 12:30
Considerations on the Federal Governmont
erganization for science and technology—
The Honorable Charles Mosher....cauceene 2.

oI
v

v

P.E. CULBERTSON,
Ezecutive Director.

[FR Doc.76-35577 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

* FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket No, 20089; CSC-149 (PA1451);
— FCC 76-1036]

BEDFORD IMPROVED T.V., INC.

Request for Order To Show Cause
Adopt;d: November 9, 1976, -
Released: December 1, 1976. -

1. Gateway Communications,
(Gateway), licensee of Station WTAJ-
TV, (CBS, Channel 10) Altoona, Penn-
sylvania, has filed g petition requesting

the Commission to issue an order direct-.
_ing Bedford Improved T.V., Inc. (Bed~

ford TV), operator of cable television
systems at Bedford, Pennsylvania,® to
show cause why it should not be ordered
to cease and desist from further viola-
tion. of the network nonduplication pro-
visions of section 76.92(2) of the Com-
mission’s -Rules. Bedford TV filed a
response to the petition in which it
alleged that Gateway was not entitled
to the protection afforded by that rule
because none of the five communities
served by Bedford TV was located wholly
within the specified zone of WTAJ-TV.
In its reply, Gateway sought to prove
that all five communities were located
either in whole or in part within ifs
specified zone.

. 2. Section 76.92(a) of the Commis-~
sion’s Rules provides that a cable tele-
vision. system operating “in whole or in
part within the 35-mile specified zone
of any commercial television station”
which the systém carries must delete
duplicating network programming of
lower priority signals when requested by
that station. Gateway maintains that
since WTAJ-TV, s primary affillate of
the CBS Television Network, and two
other CBS affiliates, WTOP-TV, Wash-

1Thess are:” (1) Bedford Township, the
location of Gateway’s headend, (2) Bedford
(4)
Napier Township, and (5) East St.- Clair
Township. - :

ya :

~
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ington, D.C., and KDKA-TV, Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, are all carried by Bedford
TV, and because the 35-mile specified
zone of WTAJ-TV~—but not the specified

_zones of the latter two stations—encom-
passes the Bedford cable system, Gatee

- way qualifies for the protection afforded
by the rule.

3. Gateway alleged that beginning n
April of 1974, repeated requests?® were
made of Bedford TV to provide WTAJ-
TV with mnonduplication protection

_ against the duplicating network pro-

gramming of the two other CBS affiliates
carried on the system. Gateway has sub-
mitted the affidavit of Mr. Jan K. Har-
rower, an officer of the licensce corpora«
tion, i which he claimed that after
_sending three written requests to Bedford
TV seeking nonduplication protection for
WTAJ-TV, a representativo of the cable
system notified him that such protection
would be afforded. Harrower further
asserted that he complied with the Com-~
mission’s notification requirements by
sending Bedford TV program schedules
concerning the WTAJ-TV network pro-
gramming sought to be protected. In
order to find whether deletion of dupli-

, cating programs was occurring, & moni-

tor, Mr. Clifton Corneljus of Bedford, was
employed by the station to'view the cable
programming offered by the system, Cor-
nelius stated in an affidavit submitted by
Gateway that on four separate occasions
for approximately 12-hour periods, he
viewed the “identical CBS Network pro-
grams being carried simultaneously on
Stations WTAJ-TV, WTOP-TV, and
KDKA-~TV.” Based on the results of this
monitoring study, several contacts were
made with the cable system operator, but
Gateway alleged that it has falled to
receive a satisfactory response with re-
spect to its nonduplication protection re«
quests. Finally, Gateway stated that it
was unable to learn the subscriber count
for the Bedford system because no cur-
rent Annual Report of Cable Television
System (FCC Form 325) is on file with
"ghe Commission, as required by section
6.401. .
4, In its reply Bedford TV maintained
that wheh Gateway first sought nondu-
plication protection in 1974, four of the
five communities served by the Bedford
system were exempt from the nondupii-
cation rule since at that time such pro-
tection was not required of systems with
fewer than 500 subscribers. In 1974, the
Commission had proposed increasing the
exemption level of subscribers, and Bed-
ford TV asserted that it believed the
adoption of such a rule change would
then obviate required nonduplication
“protection for Gateway. Bedford TV
stated that, from the sources avallable to
it, it appeared that the community was
“just outside the 35-mile zone of Al-

's Qoples of five letters, purported by Gato-
way to have been sont ta Bedford TV, re-
questing nonduplication protootion for
WTAJ-TV were submitted by the licenseo.

A}



toona.” Bedford TV further alleged that
since Gateway never attempted to dem-
onstrate in its requests for protection
tendered after the Commission’s adop-
tion of section 76.92 in 1975 that Bedford
was locatéd within the specified zone of
WTAJ-TV it was “reasonable for Bed-
ford to believe that protection was not
required in 1975.” In this regard, Bedford
TV maintained it attempted, using US.
Geological Survey Maps, to calculate the
mileage from the Altoona reference point
to the “nearest boundaries of each of the
political subdivisions served on the Bed-
ford Township headend.” From these
calculations Bedford TV concluded that
while portions of each community were
located within WTAJ-TV’s specified
zone, no community was located totally
within that zone. Finally, Bedford TV
argued that even if the community of
Bedford falls within WTAJ-TV’s speci-
fied zone, the cable system may qualify
for an exemption from required nondu-
plication protection under section 76.95
- (b) of the Commission’s Rules, if fewer
than 1,000 subscribers reside in the areas
‘of the subject communities which fall
within WTAJ-TV’s specified zone?

5. Gateway stated, in its reply, that
Bedford TV’s claim that five separate
communities are served by a single head-
end does not. challenge Gateway’s allega~
tion that Bedford TV operates a con-
glomerate system serving more than
1,000 subscribers. In support of its as-
sertion that one entire community and
more than half the area of the other four
communities served by Bedford TV fall
within the 35-mile zone, Gateway sub-
mitted an affidavit by an engineering
consultant who offered maps which he
had prepared to demonstrate that the
35-mile zone encompassed the following
percentages of the communities served by
Bedford TV:

Percentage within

Division: the 35-mile zone

Bedford Borough 54 .
Bedford Township..ccmaocacaa -~ 59
East St. Clair Townshipaocacaa 100

Napier Townshipo oo ccamemacao 76.5
Snake Spring Valley Township___ 75

6. The Commission’s staff has verified
that the five communities served by Bed-
ford TV are located, at least in part,
within the 35-mile specified zone of Al-
toona, Pennsylvania, to which Station
WTAJ-TV is licensed. Therefore, pursu-
ant to Section 76.92, Station WTAJ-TV
is entitled to network nonduplication
protection against other stations car-
ried on Bedford TV’s system and provid-
ing duplicative network programming.

Bedford TV’s operations constitute a -

conglomerate of commonly owned and
technically integrated cable television
systems since all communities are served
from a single headend; therefore, the
Bedford system does not qualify under

2Section 76.95(b) provides in pertinent
part: “The provisions of §§76.92 and 76.94
shall not apply to a cable television system

serving fewer than 1,000 subscribers or to a -

conglomerate of commonly owned and tech-
nically integrated systems serving fewer than
1,000 subscribers.”

NOTICES

section 76.95(b) for an exemption from
the required provision of requested net-
work mnonduplication protection, even
though cable service is provided to five
separate communities. Since Bedford TV
has not claimed that fewer than 1,000
subscribers are served by the aggregated
system, the Bedford system clearly is not
subject to this exemption. Finally, we
reject Bedford TV’s proposed interpre-
tation of this exemption ta include a sys-
tem that, although serving more than
1,000 subscribers, has fewer than 1,000
subscribers who reside within the spec-
ified zone of the station requesting pro-
tection. The section 76.95(b) exemption
contemplates the total number of sub-
scribers served by a cable system from a
common headend and not the locations
of the individual subscribers’ residences
within the community served by the
system. '

7. Neither a current Annual Report of
Cable Television System: (FCC Form 325)
nor & current Cable Television Annual
Financial Report (FCC Form 326) has
been filed with the Commission; thus
Bedford TV appears to be in violation of
Sections 76.401 and 76.405, Bedford TV's
failure to comply with WTAJ-TV’s re-
quests for network program nonduplica-
tion protection appears to be in viola-
tion of section 76.92 of the Commission’s
Rules, and the cable operator’s argu-
ments that its system elther is located
outside the specified zone or is qualified
for an exemption under section 76.95(b)
based on the number of its subscribers
and the location of their residences are
not deemed satisfactory to support its
refusal to grant such protection. Hence,
a hearing will he ordered.*

In view of the foregoing, the Commis-
sion finds that o grant of the subject
petition requesting issuance of an order
:o shé)w cause would serve the public in-

erest.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
“Petition for Issuance of Order to Show
Cause,” filed by Gateway Communica-
tions, Inc. (WTAJ-TV), is granted.

It is further ordered, That pursuant
to section 312 (b) and (c) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended,
Bedford Improved T.V., Inc., Is directed
to show cause why it should not be or-
dered to cease and desist from further
violation of Part 76 of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations on its cable tele-
vision systems at Bedford, Pennsylvania.

It is jurther ordered, That Bedford
Improved T.V.,, Inc., is directed to appear
and give evidence with respect to the
matters described above at a hearing to
be held before an Administrative Law
Judge at a time and place to be specified
by a subsequent order, unless the hear-
ing is walved, in which event a written
statement may be submitted.

It is Jurther ordered, That Gateway
Communications, Inc. and the Chief,

¢Bedford TV will be permitted to Introduce
any mitigating or exculpatory evidence in-
volving its refusal to grant WTAJ-TV non-

.duplication protection at the time of the

hearing.
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Cable Television Bureau ARE MADE
parties to this proceeding.

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
tary, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, shall send copies of this Order by
certified mail, return receipt requested,
to Bedford Improved T.V., Inc.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COoMMISSION, -
VmncenT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc76-35448 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

H
[FCC 76-1074; RM 2558]

COMMUNITY ANTENNA TELEVISION ~
ASSOCIATION

Denying Petition for Rulemaking
Adopted: November 17, 1976.
Released: November 26, 1976.

By the Commission: Commissioners
Wiley Chairman; and Hooks concurring
in the result; Commissioner Fogarty
* absent.

In the Matter of amendment of Part
76 of the Commission’s Rules and Regu-
lations relative to carriage of television
signals in emergency situations.

1. On June 13, 1975, the Community
Antenna Television Association filed a
‘“Petition for Rulemaking” urging
amendment of the Commission’s rules
relative to carriage of television broad-
cast stations by cable television systems
during emergency situations. Comments
have heen received from the National
Cable Television Association which sup-
port CATA’s petition.

2. Specifically, CATA requests that the
Commission adopt rules allowing for ca-
ble carriage of any television or radio
broadcast stations on any or a1l channels
of the system during periods of emer-
gency such as floods, earthquakes, fuel
tank explosions, airplane crashes, for-
nadoes, etc. Often, CATA argues, vital
information is available earlier on dis-
tant broadcast.stations which the cable
system is not entitled to carry. Moreover,
circumstances may be such that local
stations are unable to continue broad-
casting, in which case subscribers would
be deprived of any over-the-air infor-
mation.

3. CATA states that discretion to “de-
clare” an emergency and initiate car-
riage of unauthorized signals would rest
solely on the local cable operator but be
checked by subseriber complaints if nor-
mal viewing patterns were disrupted
without an emergency. CATA asserts that
such discreffon, plus immunity from
Commission sanction for misjudezments,
is necessary to provide the incentive for
cable operators to make their facilities
avilable for emergency communications.
‘The proposed rule also provides for noti-
fication to the Commission if unauthor-
ized transmissions are to extend for a
period any longer than two hours. NCTA
In its comments reiterates CATA’s con-
tentlons, argues that the public needs
access to diverse and different informa-
tion, and suggests that the Commission
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should encourage, not simply permit, the
utilization of cable facilities as a means
of providing information to the public
during emergency situations.

4, The Commission recognizes cable
television’s potential service to commu-
nity residents in times of emergency, but
does not believe CATA’s proposed rule
would so facilitate or improve the serv-
ice that this petition should be granted.
'The potential for abuse is of some con-
cern to the Commission. A cable oper-
ator could, on his own initiative, deter-
mine that an emergency exists and to-
tally suspend the signal carriage rules.
More to the point is whether carriage of
additional signals will provide informa-
tion not already gvailable to the com-
munity. Perhaps a better solution would
be the use of origination facilities by lo-
cal officials to consolidate, edit and dis-
seminate information to’ the community.

5. In view of the foregoing, it is ordered,
That the “Petition for Rulemaking” filed

by the Community Antenna Television -

Association filed June 13, 1975, is denied.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VinceNT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

'IFR Doc.76-35443 Filed 12-1-176;8:45 am]

[FCC '76-1073; RM-2498]

HENDERSON ALL-CHANNEL
CABLEVISION, INC.

Denying Petition for Rulemaking
Adopted: November 17, 1976.
Released : November 30, 1976.

By the Commission: Commissioner
Hooks concurring in the result; Com-
missioner Fogarty absent.

" In the Matter of Petition for Rulemak-
ing to Amend section 76.61(e) (2) of the
Commission’s Rules.

1. On December 19, 1974, Henderson
All-Channel Cablevision, Inc. filed a “Pe-
tition for Rulemaking” (RM-2498) urg-
ing sn expanded section 76.61(e) (2) of
the Commission’s Rules. Henderson first
argued this position in a request for

special relief which subsequently was

denled. See Henderson All-Channel
Cablevisioh, Inc., FCC 74-1143, 49 FCC
2d 502 (1974) * The petition has evoked
several comments and is opposed by the
National Association of Broadcasters,
and WFIE, Inc., licensee of WFIE-TV
(NBC, Channel 14), Evansville, Indiana.
Henderson has replied. .

2. Presently section 76.61(e) (2) of the
Rules permits the carriage of a network
program obtained from any broadcast
station if that program is not cleared by
a broadcast station normally carried on
the system.*In both Metro Cable (supra),

1A similar request also was denled by the
Commission in Metro Cable Co., FCC 74-1083,
49 FCC 24 876 (1974).

2 Section 78.61(e) (2) states: .

§ 76.61 Provisions for first 560 major tele-
vision markets,
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and Henderson (supra), the petitioning
cable operators argued that 'a limited
interpretation of the rule worked a par-
ticular hardship on his cable system. In
denying the walver requests, the Com-
mission affirmed that this Section au-
thorizes importation of an otherwise un-
authorized signal only when a station
normally carried does not clear a net-
work program for local broadcast, or
when\that programming is not available
via, normally carried signals, and that
it does not apply if the programming is
cleared on a delayed basis. Henderson
now seeks relief by urging the Commis-
sion to expand the rule to include delayed
network programming.

3. As it argued in its special relief re-
quest, Henderson asserts that section
76.61(e) (2) as presently construed af-
fords “almost unlimited exclusivity” to
neftwork affiliated stations in areas where
no other station of the same network
exists, this being contrary to the Com-~
mission’s policy of simultaneous non-
duplication. It also argues that subscrib-
ers may miss a program entirely if the
local station chooses at a later time not
to broadcast the program. RVS Cable-
vision, "Metro Cable Company, and the
National Cable Television Association
generally support the petitioner’s argu<
ments. RVS states that additional prob-
lems arise in communities where several
distant signals are viewable off-the-air
but cannot be carried on the cable sys-
tem.® Metro asserts that tape delayed
programs often create technical and pro-
motional problems for the cable oper-
ator, and the NCTA suggests the rule
stifles cable television’s attempt to “get
moving” by restricting its ability to make
viewing convenient for subscribers. The
oppositions argue that the present inter-
pretation achieves the Commission’s pol-
icy objective as stated in Henderson and
Metro Cable, and that a change would
undermine the ability of broadcast li-
censees to serve the community by pro-
gramming for its specific needs.

- * L d - *

(e) In addition to the television broadcast
signals carried pursuant to paragraphs (a)
through (d) of this section, any such cable
television system may carry:

2 A 3 - » L
" (2) Any television station broadcasting a
network program that will not be carried
by a station normally carried on the system.
Carriage of such additional stations shall be

-only for the duration of the network pro-

grams not otherwise available, and shall not
require prior Commission notification or ap-
proval in the certificating process.

3IRVS also provides an analysis of tele-
vision network programs broadcast in the
Milwaukee market (3#23) during the months

.of September 1974 and February 1976. Its

conclusions indicate:

(a) Total network programming not avail-
able to the general public within the market:
Sept., 1974—55.76 hours; Feb., 1976—80.25
hours.

(b) Total network programming delayed

4, Section 76.61(e) (2) was adopted as
part of our Reconsideration of the Cable
‘Television Report and Order, FCC 72~
530, 36 FCC 2d 326 (1972). At paragraph
19 of that document it was stated that
one of the Commission’s goals “has been
to assure that all cable subscribers have
full network service available.” and lat-
er, that “our analysis reveals that prim-
ary network affillates generally carry a
high percentage of the programs offered
by the networks so that the impaoct of
this rule revision should be limited.”
Henderson has failed to convince us that
section 76.61(e) (2) no longer serves ity
original intent in the overall regulatory
scheme. Thus, the proposed expanded
interpretation will be rejected. Rather,
Henderson and others in this proceeding
have argued the particular hardships

“they believe the rule imposes on their

~

to *“unreasonable” viewing hours. Sept., .

1974—34.5 hours; Feb., 1976—38 howrs,

{c) Total network programming not avail=-
able or delayed In some manner. Sept., 1974—
9775 hours; Feb., 1975—149.40 hours,

operations. Commission regulation is
general by nature and specific problems
should be resolved by means of special
relief. We recognize that Henderson al-
ready has been disappointed pursuing
that course of action, but it is the ap-
propriate method for sattaining relief
from what we belleve continues to be a
purposeful regulation.

In view of the foregoing, it s ordered,
That the “Petition for Rulemaking” filed
by Henderson All-Channel Cablevision,
Inc., is denied.

) FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,

VIinceNT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35444 Filed 12~-1-76;8:45 am]

[Report No. I-203]
INTERNATIONAL AND SATELLITE RADIO
Applications Accepted for Filing

NoveMBER 29, 1976,
The. Applications listed herein have
been found, upon initial review, to be
acceptable for filing, The Commission re-
servese the right to return any of theso
applications if, upon further examina-
tion, it is determined they are defective
and not in conformance with the Com-
mission’s Rules, Regulations and its
Policies. Final action will not be taken
on any of these applications earlier than
31 days following the date of this notice.

Section 309(d) (1).
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,

VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES

48-DSE-P-T7 Tho Christian Broadecasting
Network, Inc., Virginia Beach, Virginia. For
authority to construct, own and oporato
o domestic communications satellite earth
station at this location. Lat. 86°48'07’.
1.0ong. 76°11°40°’. Rec. freq: 8700-4200 MHz,
Trans, freq: b5925-6425 MHz. Emisslon
36000F9. With a 10 meter antonna. |

[FR Doc.76-35449 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 nm]
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[FCC 76-1072; RM-2539]

. PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIREMENTS FOR
CERTAIN CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS

Penying Petition for Rulemaking
Adopted: November 17, 1976.
Released: November 30, 1976.

By the Commission: Commissioner
Fogarty absent.

Tn the matter of amendment of section
1412 to require that .certain public
notices be mailed to all cable television

» systems.

1., EMCO CATYV, Inc. has filed a “Re-
quest for Rulemaking” which proposes
.that section 1.412 of the Commission’s
Rules be amended by adding the follow-
ing:

(e) Notice of any and all proposed rule
makings relative to Cable Television
shall be mailed to all cable television
systems. -

EMCO argues that this procedure
should be adopted because (a) the cable
‘television industry is relatively new; (b)
there is a great deal of rule making
activity in the area and (c¢) the number
of cable television systems to be noti-
fied is_relatively small. The National
Cable Television Association was the only
commenting party. It supports the re-
quest, agreeing with EMCO's statements
and arguing that such aTule would serve
the public interest by increasing par-
ticipation in the rulemaking process.

2. The notice procedures used for cable
television proceedings are the same as
those used in all other areas of Commis-
sion regulation. When a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking or other document
which may result in a rule change is
issued, a public notice is prepared. The
Commission’s Public’ Information Office
makes it available to anyone that wants
to pick up a copy at 1919 M Street, Wash-
ington, D.C. There is no regular mailing
list. On occasion notices are mailed by
the Commission o all regulatees in an
industry. However, this is done only on
an ad hoc basis when it is felt that
direct immediate communication s
necessary. It should be noted that the
complete document Is also made avail-
able to the public and is normally prmted

- in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

3. Naturally we would prefer that all
interested parties receive direct notice
of our rulemaking deliberations. Due to
fiscal restraints, however, a line must
be drawn somewhere. In considering
EMCO’s request, its cost must be weighed
against its benefits. For purposes of this
decision we “estimate that the cdst to
print and mail a public notice is 20 to
30 cents.* This estimate covers only the
cost of a one page public notice. It does
not include a copy of the actual docu~
ment. The number of cable regulatees
now on file is approximately 2500. How-

1This is a very rough estimate. Postage
and paper cost are the only factors that can
be measured precisely. Other costs such as
printing, labor, etc. are not budgeted sep-

- arately and are difficult to estimate,

NOTICES :

ever, a rule change here could not be
limited to those 2500. The Commission’s
mandate is to determine what regula-
tion would be in the public interest. Input
from the industry involved is vitally
important but is -nevertheless only one
factor to be considered. A significant
number of formal comments on rule-
making proposals are recelved from the
public, from public interest groups, {rom
local governmental authorities and
from other affected industrles. It would
be inequitable to give special notice to
the cable industry but not to other in-
terested parties. Thus the 2500 figure
is only a starting point. In calendar year
1975 there were 18 cable rulemaking
notices. This does not include the 19
time extension rulings or the 5 final ac-
tions. Obviously, the cost of the proposal
is not insignificant.

4. On the other hand the benefits of
the proposal do not appear to be signifi-
cant. Under the present system, if a cable
operator cannot pick up the notices him-
self, he has four options. (a) He can rely
on counsel or trade associations to keep
him up to date. (b) There are a number
of trade magazines to which he can sub-
scribe. Some of these have speclal sec-
tions designed to give notice of Com-
mission proceedings in addition to the
information contained in articles. (¢) He
can subscribe to a distribution service
which picks up the notlces for him and

- mails or delivers them. These companies

will normally send all Commission re-
leases and it is possible to get a more
selective service. (d) He can spend $50
a year to subscribe to the Feperar REG-
1sTER. It should be noted that the purpose
of the FeperAL REGISTER Is to provide an
official economical method by which a
citizen can keep abreast of the activities
and proposals of the federal government.

5. All of these options have a cost to
the interested party. However, it is safe
to say that most cable televislon opera-
tors belong to trade associations, sub-
scribe to trade magazines or retain com-
munications counsel as a normal course
of doing business in their speclalized in-
dustry. Thus as a practical matter only
& small proportion of cable operators are
left uninformed under our present notice
procedures.

6. In view of this and the fiscal con-
straints under which we operate, we do
not feel that a rule change is in the pub-
lic interest. We are aware that situations
arise whose importance or complexity
dictates direct notice to the Commis-
sion’s regulatees and we will follow that
procedure in appropriate cases. How-
ever, those situatiohs can best be handled
on an ad hoc basis rather than by “mass
mailings” of all cable rule making

notices. Finally, we want to stress our-

ongoing concern about keeping the pub-
lic informed of Commission actions and
deliberations. One manifestation of that
concern was the recent establishment of
our Consumer Assistance Office. Another
is the “Actions Alert”, a weekly sum-
mary of Commission rule making actions
which is available to public interest
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groups. We will continue to keep an eye
on the problem and take action where
we feel it would be beneficial.

Therefore, the “Request for Rulemak-
ing"” (RM-3539) filed by EMCO CATYV,
Inc., is denled.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
ViricexT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 76-35446 Plled 12-1-76;8:45 am}]

{FCC 76-1071; RM-2483; RM-2537}

JELEVISION BROADCAST SIGNALS AND
PROGRAM EXCLUSIVITY

Denying Petitions for Rulemaking ™
Adopted: November 17, 1976.
Released: November 30, 1976.

By the Commission: Commissioner
Hooks concurring in the resulf.

In the matter of revision of cable tele-
visfon rules regarding leapfrogging, car-
riage of local independent signals, and
non-network programming exclusivity.

In the matter of amendment of Sub-
part D and Subpart F of Part 76 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations
with respect to carriage of television
broadcast signals and program exclusiv-
ity protection by cable television systems.

INTRODUCTION

1. Pending is a request for rulemaking
filed November 27, 1974 by Mr. Henry
Geller pro se pursuant to Secfion 1.410
of the Commission’s Rules and Rezula-
tions. Petitioner requests that the Com-
mission adopt leapfrogging rules of the
type proposed in its August 5, 1971 “letter
of intent”? return to the independent
slgnal “significant viewing” definition
used in the “letter of intent,” delete the
syndicated prozram exclusivity rules in
markets 51-100, and explore a modified
version of the proposed 1968 refransmis-
slon content requirement.

2. Also pending is a Request for Rule-
making filed February 12, 1975 by the
National Association of Broadeasters
(NAB). The NAB requests the Commis-
slon to initiate a rulemaking looking fo-
ward the amendment of the rules (§§ 76.~
517, 16.59, 76.61, 76.63, 76.65, 76.91, 76.93,
76.95 and 76.97) governing the carriage
of television broadcast signals and the
provision of program exclusivity pro-
tection by cable television systems.

3. In support of his request, Henry
Geller argues that the Commission’s
1972 cable television rules were in im-
portant respects not based on the Com-
mission’s judgment as fo what would best
serve the public interest, but rather on
the need to adhere to the “consensus

1In the cource of developing a cable tele~
vicion regulatory program, the Commission,
on August 5, 1971, directed a letter to the
Congress outlining the rules on which there
vas Commission agreement. This “letter of
intent" is Appendix C to the Cable Tele-
vision Report and Order, ¥CC 72-108, 36 FCC
2d 143 (1972).
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agreement.” ? Pétitioner urges that the
Commission can no longer validly ad-
here to provisions that do nof, in its
judgment, best serve the public interest
in view of “the undispuited fact that the
agreement is now a dead letter.” As to
leapfrogging and significant viewing
rules, it is suggested that the Commis-
sion return to consideration of those
rules proposed in the “letter of intent”
prior to the consensus agreement. In-
cluded among these rules is the proposal
that distant signals carried could be
“# * * in effect, channels of independ-
ent programming (conceivably a blend
of several distant stations). * * *” As
to significant viewing standards, a re-
turn to use of one percent share of view-
ing standard for independent stations,
rather than the two percent standard
now in the rules, is suggested. Finally,
it i1s suggested that the syndicated pro-
gram exclusivity rules for markets 51—
100, “adopted largely ‘as a result of
broadcaster pressure” be eliminated. The
syndicated exclusivity rules in the top
50 markets would be retained as im-
provements over the “letter of intent” in
order to protect “the copyright owner’s
continued “ability to~produce program-
mmg »3

4. Although the problem is said not to
be acute because of cable’s slow growth,
petitioner also suggests that some action
may be necessary, in the ahsence of copy-
right legislation, to bring cable within
the competitive TV programming dis-
tribution system. His suggestion is that
the Commission consider, through the
rulemaking process, requiring cable sys-
tems in the markets 1-100 to ;
obtain retransmission consent.of the copy-
right owners as to distant signal carriage,
but on an overall basis; that if this consent
15 withheld, the cable system may carry the
programming but must enter into compul-
sory arbitration to determine the financial
basis for grant of the consent,

5. These rule changes are urged as
necessary means of overcoming the
Commission’s continued and now illegal
reliance-on the consensus agreement and
to promote the growth of cable, par-
ticularly in markets 51-100. -

6. Comments responsive to the Geller,

petition were filed by Jerrold Electronics,
et al,, the National Cable Television As-
soclation (NCTA), and the Association
of Maximum = Service Telecasters
(AMST) . Although denying the need for
the “retransmission consent” require-
ment, the NCTA states it has no quarrel
with the suggestion that the rules be re-
viewed. Jerrold et al. objects to the re-
transmission consent proposal as an

2 pPetitioner finds support for this state-
ment in the following language from Para-
graph 64 of the Cable- Television Report and
Order, supra, “* * * adoption of the agree-
ment does not mean that we would, absent

agreement, have opted in its precise terms”

for the changes 1t contemplates * * *»

3It is also suggested, as being consistent
with syndicated exclusivity in the top mar-
kets, that cable systems in markets 1-50
carry no distant sports without permission
of the originating team or league.

NOTICES
inappropriate attempt to have the Com-~

mission “foist upon. CATV its own ver--

sion of copyright liability.” AMST, gen-
erally disputes petitioner’s legal and
policy arguments and concludes that
his suggestions are not worthy of
serious consideration in a rulemaking
proceeding.

7. The NAB petition generally urges
the Commission to initiate rulemaking
“with a view toward balancing the com-
peting intérests left wunbalanced - by
NCTA’s efforts to frustrate full imple-
mentation of the Consensus.” NCTA’s
failure to support the type of copyright
legislation agreed to in the Consensus is
documented by citation to Congressional
testimony supporting the adoption of
S. 1361 (Senate Copyright Bill), to state-
ments by NCTA officials that the parties
had “moved-on” from the Consensus, by
NCTA’s refusal to support compulsory
arbitration as a means of establishing
copyright fees, and by NCTA's efforts to
have the Commission amend its network
nonduplication rules. For its part NAB
denies that its position regarding same-
day network nonduplication protection
in the Rocky Mountain Time Zone or
concerning the carriage of radio signals
by cable systems violate the terms of the
agreement.

8. Citing the failure of the cable in-
dustry to-support the Consensus Agree-
ment and the Commission’s own state-
ments in the Cable Television Report and
Order, supra, that it would have to re-

‘examine some aspects of ifs cable pro-

gram if copyright legislation were not
passed, NAB asks the Commission to re-
visit its 1972 cable rules and “readjust
them to the realities that (1) the Con-
sensus has not facilitated_passage of
copyright legislation, and (2) the NCTA’s
fajlure to live up to the Consensus has
undermined early passage of that
legislation.” -

9. Comments responsive to the NAB
petition were filed by the National Cable
Television Association, CBS Inc., and the
Association of Maximum Service Tele-
casters. NCTA ,defends its own -position
with respect to copyright legislation and
the consensus and urges that the peti-
tion be denied. NCTA particularly de-
fends its role in the copyright area, stat-
ing that it has worked for early passage
of copyright revision legislation consist-
ent with the spirit of the Consensus
Agreement. Moreover,-it states, in view
of Senator McClellan’s determination
that the BIill should specify a fee
schedule, NCTA. supported that view, a
course which “proved to be more clearly
consistent with the spirit of the Con-
sensus Agreement that anything else [itl
could have done.” NCTA finds the 1972
rules to be a starting point for finding the
right formula for CATV legislation but
not-a set of rules which must remain in
force for a long period no matter what
the public interest might dictate.

10. CBS supports the petition, urging
that the Commission redress the imbal-
ance of competing interests created by its
mistaken reliance on the Consensus
Agreement. CBS notes that, while it did

not support the Agreement, it is still af-
fected by the results of it. The Commis-
sion is urged to revise its cable rules in
a way that takes cognizance of the lack
of copyright legislation. AMST likewlse
supports the NAB petition and urges
that on an interim basis, additional dis-
tant signal authorizations be withheld
pending the adoption of copyright lelgs-
lation.
Discussion

11, We are open to proposals for
changes in our cable televisio:: rules and
have in fact made g significant number
of such changes over the course of the
last few years both in résponse to peti-
tions for rule making and as the result
of our own review of the rules, particu~
larly in connection with our general ef-
forts to eliminate unnecessary rules and
to simplify rules that are unduly com-
plex. Additional changes in the rules may
be anticipated in response to properly
documented petitions for rule making or
as part of our own continuing review of
the rules. Neither petition now before us,
however, provides an appropriate vehiclo
for initiating further changes.

12. To some extent events and chnnges
in Commission regulatory policles since
these petitions were filed have mooted
them. The cable television leapfrogging
rules have been deleted * and rules spe-
cifically addressing distant signal sports
carriage have been adopted.® Moreover,
the Congress has adopted a revised copy-
right law and it would, therefore, not
appear appropriate to proceed as either
the Geller or NAB petitions suggest in
those areas where changes are suggested
due to the absence of cable copyright
payments. With respect to possible
changes in the syndicated exclusivity
rules, an inquiry has been commenced
which addresses these rules more par-
ticularly and provides, we believe, a sult-
able forum to address the desirability of
any possible changes in these rules.

13. This leaves for consideration the
points raised in the Geller petition con-
cerning the continuation of rules that
the Commission allegedly adopted, not
because they were in the Commission’s
judgment in the public interest, but be-
cause they were thought necessary to im-
plement as part of the inter-industry
“consensus agreement.” Inftially, it
should be made clear that we do not re-
gard the “consensus agreement” as o
document that somehow binds the Com-
mission to the adoption or continuation
of particular regulations. We indicated,
at the time the Cable Television Report
and Order was adopted, that the rules
were subject to change and have in fact

‘made numerous changes in them. We

have consistently rejected arguments
that particular rules could not be
changed because of the “consensus

+Report and Order in Docket 20487, FQC
75-1409, 57 FCC 2d 625 (1975).

sReport and Order-in Docket 19417, FCO
75-819, 54 FCC 2d 265 (1975).
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agreement.” ¢ The point was made in the
following language in the Report and
Order in Docket 20487, deleting the leap-
frogging rules: _

Wy cannot agree that the Commission Is pre-
cluded from adoepting rules otherwise found
to be in the public Interest because they are
at variance with the consensus agreement.
Coincident with the adoption of the very
rules in question the Commission noted that
it retained full freedom and, indeed, the re-
sponsibility to make changes in the rules as
developments warranted. The possibility of
future changes in the leapfrogging rules was
specifically noted. Such flexibility is essential

"to our cable television regulatory program

and we belleve that our action today con-
stitutes a reasoned and appropriate refine-
ment in our cable regu;atory program.?

14. It was the Commission’s judgment
in 1972 that it would be in the overall
public interest to adopt rules that closely
followed the *consensus agreemient"—
that such rules not only served to pro-

“tect the television broadcast serve the

public receives but held forth the best
prospect of fostering cable television
growth within an appropriate and fair
regulatory and legal context. The ques-
tion for us now is whether all of the reg-
ulations adopted at that time remain
justified. Although we are not prepared
af this time to say they are tontrary to
the public inferest, all of the rules are
under review as part of our continuing
re-regulation efforts. The petitions be-
fore us do not contain any evidence that
aids us in making that judgment. We
will, therefore, not institute the re-
quested rule making proceedings at this
time. Our overall review will continue,
however, and we will remain receptive
to properly documented suggestions for
rule changes.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
captioned petitions for rule making
(RM-2488 and RM-2537) are denied,

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
ViINcENT J. MULLINS,
- Secretary.

[m Doc 76—35447 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL ENERGY
~ ADMINISTRATION

NATURAL GAS TRANSMISSION AND
- DISTRIBUTION ADVISORY: COMMITTEE

Change in Meeting Date arid Place \

This notice is given to advise of a
change in date and place of the meeting
for the Natural Gas Transmission and
Distribution Advisory Committee. ‘The
Committee will meet Friday, December
10, 1976, at 9:30 a.m., rather than Thurs-
day, December 9, 1976. The meeting will

¢ Notice of Proposed Rule Making in Docket -
- 19995, FCC 74-335, 46 FCC 2d 1164, para- '

graphs 13 and 18 (1974); First Report and
Order in Dockef 19995, FCC 75-413, 52 FCC
2d 519, paragraph 20 (1975); Report and
Order in Docket 20028, FCC 74-957, 48 FCC 2d
699, paragraph 18 (1974); Report and Order
In Dockef 20487, FCC 75-1409, 7 ¥CC 24 625,
ph 63 (1975) .
T57 ¥CC 2d 625, paragraph 63 (1975).

NOTICES

be héld in Conference Room B, Old Labor
Building, Constitution Avenue between
12th & 14th Streets, NW., Washington,
D.C. rather than the Auditorium at 2000
M Street, NW., Washington, D.C. as was
previously announced. A notice of meet-
ing was published in the issue of Novem-
ber 23, 1976 (41 FR 51649).

- Issued at Washington, D.C. on Novem-
ber 29, 1976.
MicaAeL . BUTLER,
General Counsel.

[FR'Doc.76-35546 Filed 11-29-70;4:39 p.m.]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No. RP76-13]
CITIES SERVICE GAS CO.

Notice of Filing of Stipulation and
Agreement

. Novexmser 22, 1976.

Take notice that on November 11, 1976,
Cities Service Gas Company (Citles
Service) filed a Stipulation and Agree-
ment (Stipulation) applicable to its jur-
isdictional rates which became effective
subject to refund on March 23, 1976, in
this proceeding. Cities Service states
that the Stipulation would resolve all of
the issues in this proceeding, though
certain jntervenors have reserved the
right to file comments objecting to cer-
tain aspects of the settlement, and, fur-
ther, certain issues wil be subject to
resolution upon final and non-appeal-
able order of the Commission on such
'is:bstantive rate Issues in other proceed-

gs.

Citles Service states that coples of thé
Stipulation were served on all parties to
the above-entitled proceeding.

Any person desiring to comment upon
the Stipulation should file initial com-
ments with the Federal Power Commis-
sion, 825 North Capitol Street, NE.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20426, on or before
December 6, 1976, and reply comments
on or before December 27, 1976. Coples
of the stipulation and agreement are on
file and available for public inspection.

KeNneTR F. Pruss,
Secretary.

[FR Do¢.76-35426 Filed 12~1~70;8:45 am]

COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
[Docket No. CPT1-57}

Notice of Application

Noveuser 22, 1976.

Take ‘notlce that on November 12,
1976, Columbia Gas Transmission Cor-
poration (Applicant), 1700 MacCorkle
Avenue, SE., Charleston, West
25314, filed in Docket No. CPT7-57 an
application pursuant to Section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act and §2.79 of the
Commission’s General Policy and Inter-
pretations (18 CFR 2.79), for a certifi-
cate of public convenience and neces-
sity authorizing the transportation of
natural gas on an interruptible basis on
behalf of Fruehauf Corporation (Frue-
hauf), all as more fully set forth in the
application which is on file with the
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ggmmision and open to public inspec-
H

Applicant proposes to transport for
Fruehauf up to 1,800 Mcf of gas per day
for use at Fruehauf’s Decatur, Alabama,
facllities for a period of two years from
the date delivery commences and there-
after, on a year-to-year basis.

It is stated that the transportation
service is required by Fruehauf o offset
curtailments from its supplier, City of
Decatur Gas Department (Decatur Gas),
which has advised Fruehauf that it an-
ticipates no gas will be available to
Fruehouf during the winter months and
that there will be severe curtailments
during the summer months.

It is stated that the gas to be frans-
ported would be produced from wells
wholly owned by FrueKel, the energy
subsidiary of Fruehauf, under an oper-
ating agreement with Appalachian Ex-
ploration, Inc. (Appalachian). It is fur-
ther stated that Applicant will receive
said volumes of gas into its Line 0880 in
Guernsey County, Ohlo, and Line 0-1460
in Tuscarawas County, Ohio, at points fo
be agreed upon. Applicant states that it
will redeliver like volumes of gas to Ten-
nessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Division
of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee Gas), at an
existing point of delivery in Adams
Township, Guernsey County, Ohio. It is
further asserted that sald gas will be
transported in turn by Tennessee Gas
and Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas
Company (Alabama) for delivery fo
Decatur Gas for ultimate delivery and
use by Fruehauf.

It is stated that the transportation by
Applicant would be subject to the limits
of its pipeline capacity and to its serv-
ice obligations to its CD, WS, SGES, G
and SGS customers and would be further
limited to only those amounts required
to offset curtailment of the high priority
requirements of Fruehauf. It is further
stated that Applicant’s transportation
charge for this service would be ifs aver-
age system-wide unit storage and trans-

-mission costs, exclusive of company-use

and unaccounted-for gas, which is 2221
cents per Mcf, effective November 1, 1976.
Applicant states that it would retain for
company-use and unaccounted-for gas a
percentage of the total volumes received
for the account of Fruehauf which per-
centage is 3.1 percent, effective Novem-
ber 1, 1976.

Applicant states that it did not con-
slder the subject natural gas supply
available for purchase because it was
unsuccessful In earlier attempts to pur-
chase gas from Appalachian who had in-
dicated that it could sell gas to better
advantage at infrastate rates. It is fur-
ther asserted that the well or wells from
which the gas fto be fransported is
produced have been exclusively dedi-
cated to FrueKel since July, 1975.

It is stated that the said. curfailment
of natural gas by Decatur would not only
occasion economic hardship in Decatur,
where Freuhauf, as one of the city’s larg-
est employers, employs 525 people and in
1975 had a total payroll of $3,117,412, but
would- also adversely affect the mann-
facturing of transportation equipment
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and its component parts. Xt is stated that
a curtailment or shutdown of Fruehauf’s
Decatur plants would affect 16 other
Fruehauf plants in the United States
and Canada resulting in employee lay-*
offs and plant shutdowns. It is further
asserted that Alumex Corporation whith
obtains aluminum siding from Freuhauf’s
Shget Mill would be adversely affected.

Any person desiring to-be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said ~
application should on or before Decem-
ber 13, 1976; file with the Federal Power

. Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirmeents of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with-
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party to
a proceeding or to participate as a party.
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules. ’

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed-
eral Power Commission by Sections 7 and
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure, & hearing will be held without fur-
ther notice before the Commission on this
application if-no petition to intervene is
filed within the time required herein, if
the Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the certi-
ficate is required by the public conveni-
ence and necessity. If a petition for
leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further {notice of such hearing will be
duly given. -

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
be represented at the hearing. - .

KeNNerH F. PLUMB, |
Sedretary.

[FR Doc.76-35434 Filed 12-1-76;8:46 am] _

[Docket No. CP76-96, etc.]
EL PASO ALASKA COMPANY, ET AL.
Notice of Amendments
NovEMBER 24, 1976.
Take notice tha}, pursuant to Section
1.11(h) -of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice .and Procedure (18 CFR ‘111
(b)), on November 10, 1976, Pacific Gas
Transmission Company (PGT), 245°
Market Street, Sem Francisco, California
94105, filed in Docket No. CP74-241 an
amendment to conform its pending ap-
plication for a certificate of public con-
venience and necessary pursuant to Sec-
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act to
evidence filed in these consolidated pro-
ceedings so as to authorize PGT to con-
struct and operate 591.9 miles of 36-inch
0.D. 911 psig natural gas pipeline parallel

NOTICES

{to and in conjunction with its existing
natural gas pipeline facilities extending
from the, International Boundary be-
tween Canada and the United States to
Malin, Oregon, to authorize PGT to
transport and sell certain quantities of
natural gas to Pacific Gas and Electric
Company (PGandE), and to authorize
PGT to transport certain quantities of
natural gas for- the account of Pacific
Interstate Transmission Company (Pa-
cific Interstate) and for other shippers to
western United States markets, all as
part of the proposed Arctic Gas Project.
Concurrently, PGT has filed a similar
amendment to its application for a Presi-
dential Permit pursuant to Executive
Order No. 10485 authorizing the con-
struction, operation, maintenance and
connection of additional facilities at the

United _States-Canada Boundary near’

Kingsgate, British Columbia, in Docket
No. CP74-242, and a similar conforming
amendment to its application for au-

“thority to import at-the Kingsgate,

British Columbia, delivery point natural
gas pursuant to Section 3 of the Natural
Gas Act in Docket No. CP75-252. On
November 10, 1976, Pacific Interstate
Transmission Company (Pacific Inter-
state), 720 West Eighth Street, Los
Angeles, California 90017, filed in Docket
No. CP75-248 a supplement to its appli-
cation for an order authorizing the ex-
portation from Alaska and the importa-
tion of natural gas from Canada into

-the United States. Pacific Interstate re-

quests authorization to have its North
Slope gas transported to XKingsgate,
British Columbia, in the Western de-
livery leg of the Arctic Gas Project as de-
scribed below. As stated above, it is also
proposed that PGT transport said gas
from Ringsgate to Malin, Oregon,
through PGT's proposed facilities as de-
scribed herein at which point it is stated
that said gas would be delivered to
PGandE system and transported to the
Southern California Gas Company sys-
tem (SoCal). Applicants’ proposals are
more fully set forth in the above-de-
scribed conforming amendments which
are on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection. ~

PGT states that although its applica-
tions and other filings in the above-
styled consolidated proceedings have
forwarded several alternative designs for

- consideration, it has announced the se-

léction of a single route and design for
the western delivery leg of the Arctic
Gas Project. PGT. states that details
and specifics of the selected design have
been introduced into evidence and makes
reference to certain exhibits of record.
PGT further states that the purpose of
its amendments is to conform its appli-
cations to the selection of the Arctic Gas
western delivery system which is re-
flected in such record evidence.

PGT states that the proposed westermn
leg of the Arctic Gas Project is designed
to transport gas from Arctic sources to
be acquired by Natural Gas Corporation
of California (NGC), Pacific Interstate
and Northwest Alaska Company (North-
wesb Alaska). It is further stated that
the chosen design will be capable of car-
rying approximately 659,000 Mcf of nat-
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ural gas per day from Alaska’s Prudhoo
Bay Field. Applicants state that sald gas
will be transported through the facill-
ties of Alaskan Arctic Gas Pipeline Com-
pany and Canadian Arctic Gas Pipeline
Limited to the bifurcation point of the
Canadian Arctic system near Caroline,
Alberta, then over facilitles of Canadinn
Arctic to the Alberta-British Columbia,
border, and through the facilities of Al-
berta Natural Gas Company Lid. to the
United States-Canadian border near
Kingsgate, British Columbia.

It is stated that from Xingsgate,.
British Columbia, the major portion of
the gas will be transported by PGT to
Malin, Oregon, and will be delivered tn
PGandE who, it is said, will transport
said gas to "Antioch, California. It is
further stated that PGandE proposes to
install, in California, 281.6 miles of 36«
inch O.D. pipeline to complete the loop-
ing of the existing PGandE transmission
system from Malin to the Antioch ter-
minal and eight miles of 36-inch O.D.
pipeline between the Antioch and Brent-
wood terminals,

It is estimated by PGT that initial
volumes of 22,000 Mecf per day would be
delivered for Northwest Alaska to the
facilities of Northwest Pipeline Corpova-
tion at Stanfield, Oregon, or other de«
livery points in Washington, Idaho and
Oregon. It is stated that PG and E would
take an initial 200,000 Mcf of gns per
day into its general system supply. It {s
further stated that the remaining 437,000
“Mcf per day would be delivered for the
account of Pacific Interstate to SoCal
either directly at existing points of inter«
connection, or by exchange between the
two systems.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
amendments and supplements should on
or before December 13, 1976, flle with the
Federal Power Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the require-
ments of the Commission’s Rules of Prac-
tice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1100
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act 18 CFR 157.10) . All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Any person wishing ot became a
party to a proceeding or to participate as
a party in any hearing-therein must flle
a petition to intervene in accordance
~with the Commission’s Rules. Persons
having heretofore filed in the subjcctl

dockets need not do so again.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc.76-35429 Flled 12~1-76;8:45 am}

[Docket No. 6ER76-409]
EL PASO ELECTRIC CO.
Notice of Filing
Novemper 22, 1076,
Take notice that on October 28, 1976,

" El Paso Electric Company (El Paso) filed
corrected tariff sheets.
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El Paso states that on October 13, 1976,
the Commission issued an Order Approv-
ing Settlement Agreement in the above-

~ referenced docket which, by Ordering

Paragraph (B) thereof, acceptec for
filing and permitted to become effective
on March 1, 1976, those revised tariff
sheets filed in conjunction with the
Settlement Agreement on August 16,
1976.

El Paso state that it has subsequently
discovered that Supplement No. 2 to Rate
Schedule FPC Nos. 18 and 19 thus ac-
cepted for filing contain & self-evident

" typographical error in the paragraph of

each delineating “Availability” of electric
service thereunder.

, El Paso, accordingly, now submits cor-
rected pages for these schedules and re-
quests that these pages be substituted
in leu of their counterparts previously
submitted.

Any person desiring to.be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Fed-
eral Power Commission, 825 North. Cap-
itol Streef, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426,
in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). Al such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or
before December 6, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate. action to Le
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to interevne. Copies of
this filing are on file with the Commis-
sion-and are available for public inspec-
tion.

- KENNETH F. PLUMSB,
X : Secretary.

[FR Doc.76435427 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

.

) [Docket No. ERT7-58)
KANSAS POWER AND LIGHT CO.
“Notice of Change in Service

NovenmsBER 23, 1976.
Take notice that on November 15,
1976, the Ransas Power -and Light Com-
pany tendered for filing an amendment
to its wholesale Power Service Agree-
ment with the Flint Hills Rural Electric
Cooperafive Association, Inc.- The

_ amendment calls for 1) 2 change in

maximum -ecapacity ior two delivery
points (Florence and West Council
Grove), 2) the deletion of a delivery
pointat\strong City and 3) the addition
of a new delivery point at South Alta
Vista. A copy of the amendment has
been served upon the Flint Hills Rural
Electric Cooperative Association, Inc.
Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this application should file 8 pe-
tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E.,, Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with §1.8 and 1.10

. of the Commission’s rules of Practice and

Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before December 17, 1976. Protests
will be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be

‘
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taken, but will not serve to make the
protestants partles to the proceceding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a petition to intervene. Coples
of this application are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.
KenNnNETH F. PLUOME,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35431 Filed 12-1-70;8:45 am}

{Docket No. CP76-10%, PGATT-1])

PACIFIC INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION CO.

Notice of Proposed Changes In FPC Gas
Tariff Pursuant to Purchased Gas Cost
Adjustment Provislon

NoveMBER 24, 1976.

Take notice that Paclfic Interstate
Transmission Company (“Pacific Inter-
state”) on November 22, 1976 tendered
for filing as part of its FPC Gas Tarifl,
Original Volume No. 2, the following
sheets:

Substitute Third Reviced Sheet No. 4
Substitute Second Revised Sheet No. §

The proposed effective date of both of
these tendered tariff sheets and the rates
reflected thereon is December 1, 1970,

Pacific Interstate states that the tariff
sheets listed above are issued pursuant
to the Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment
(PGCA) Provision as set forth in Sec-
tion 16 of the General Terms and Con-
ditions of its FPC Gas Tariff, Original
Volume No. 2 and Ordering Paragraph
(C) of Opinion No. 770--A.

Pacific Interstate states that the
change in its rates incorporated in the
tendered tariff sheets reflectshoth o Gas
Cost Adjustment and a special Surcharge
Adjustment and that both adjustments
are related solely to independent pro-
ducer filings actually filed with the Com-~
mision on or before November 12, 1976,
pursuant to provisions of Opinion No.
770-A.

Pacific Interstate states that the Gas
Cost Adjustment is based on an annual-
ized gas cost Increase resulting from such
producer filings of $1,396,684 and that
the special Surcharge Adjustment, ap-
plicable to the twelve month perlod com-
mencing December 1, 1976, iIs designed
to recover estimated costs of $485,395.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
profest said filing should file o petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with 5§ 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Pmctice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10).
such petitions or protests should be ﬁled
on or before December 10, 1976. Protests
will be considered by the Commission in
determining the-appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
festants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Coples of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are avallable for public Inspection.

4 KenneTR F. PLUNMB,
Secretary.

{FR Doc.76-35432 Flled 12-1-76;8:45 aml
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[Docket Nos. RP76-53 and nms-éol
SOUTH TEXAS NATUC(R)AL GAS GATHERING

Notice of Filing of Refund Report

NovEMBER 23, 1976.

Take notice that on November 5, 1976,
South Texas Natural Gas Gathering
Company (South Texas) tfendered for
filing a letter pursuant to Ordering
~Paragraphs (C) and (D) of the Commis-
sfon’s Order Approving Settlement
Agreement, Issued Ceptember 24, 1976, in
the captioned dockets.

South Texas states that by letter dated
September 29, 1976, it tendered for filing
revised rate schedules reflecting the
terms of the above-referenced Order.
These revised rate schedules have been
accepted by the Commission’s letter order
dated October 29, 1976.

Ordering Pamgraph (C) of the above-
referenced order requires that within
fifteen (15) days of the Commission’s ac-
ceptance of these revised rate schedules,
South Texas shall refund all amounts col-
lected In excess of the rates set forth
therein together with interest calculated
at 9 percent per annum. Ordering Para-
graph (D) requires that a report be filed
within fifteen (15) days after refunds are
made showing certain data prescribed
therein. _

In its November 5, 1976, submittal,
South Texas states that it collected no
amounts in excess of the rates set forth
in those rate schedules accepted by the
Commission’s October 29, 1976 order.

South Texas requests that the Com-
mission accept its November 5, 1976, sub-
mittal as South Texas’ compliance with
the requirements of Ordering Paragraphs
(C) and (D) of the above-referenced
order.

Any person desiring to beheard ortfo -
protest said filing should file comments
with the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, on or before December 9,
1976, Comments will be considered by
the Commission in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken. Coples of
the filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

Kennere P. ProMs,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.70-35430 Piled 12-1-76;8:45 am]

a

TRANSCON'I’]NEK“:%I,\‘L GAS PIPE LINE

Order Accepting Stipulation and Agreement
To Hold Proceedings Temporarily in
Abeyance and To Establish Further

Procedures
NovexsEeR 16, 1976.

On October 18, 1976, pursuant to Sec-
tion 1.28(a) of the Commission’s Rules of
Ptactice and Procedure, Presiding Ad-
ministrative Law Judge Benkin referred
to the Commission a joint motion of Staff
and Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (Transco) for leave to ap-
peal from the Administrative Law Judge
Order Denying Motion To Hold Proceed-
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ings In Abeyance And Establishing New
Procedural Dates.

On September 30, 1976, Transco moved
the Presiding Judge to hold the instant
proceedings temporarily in abeyance
pending the rehearing of Commission
Opinion' No, 769, Tennessee Gas Pipe
Line Company, Docket; No. RP73-113,

*with reference to the treatment of ad-
vance payments. Attached to that mo-
tion was a Stipulation And Agreement
To Hold Proceedings Temporarily In
Abeyance And To Establish Further Pro-
cedures submitted by Staff and Transco.
‘The subject Stipulation and Agreement
would hold in sbeyance the instant pro-
ceeding pending the Commission’s deci-

.slon on rehearing in)Tenmessee and re-
quire the parties within thirty days after
issuance of that decision to meet in-
formally for the purposes of determining
further procedures which would be ap-
propriate in light thereof.” Ten days

~thereafter ‘Transco agrees to file a mo-
tion with the Presiding Judge requesting
the reconvening of the instant proceed-
ings. On October 6, 1976, the Judge is-
sued an Order Denying Motion to Hold

Proceedings In Abeyance on the grounds

that there are no assurances that any-

thing would be gained by deferring the’

procedural dates.

We will accept the appeal of Transco
and Staff to the determination by the
Presiding Law Judge. The appropriate
legal standard to be applied to any ad-
vance payment proceeding is one of sev-
eral issues to be reconsidered by the
Comimission in the rehearing of Opinion
No. 769. Rehearing in Tennessee should
resolve the present state of ambiguity
with reference to advance payments
under Order No. 465 and under Order No.
499, We feel that for the instant proceed-
ing to continue to fruition and result in
an initial decision being issued before
our final reconsideration of Opinion No.
769 would be wasteful of time, energy,
and money by all parties concerned. Our
determination in the Tennessee proceed-
ing may very well moot many of the ar-
guments which might reasonably be
made in advance of that determination.

‘We will therefore accept the appeal of

Staff and Transco and order the instant
proceedings to be held in .abeyance pur-
suant to the Stipulation and Agreement
filed with the Administrative Law Judge
on September 30, 1976.

The Commission finds and orders.
That the appeal of Staff and Transco to
the determination of the Presiding Ad-
ministrative Law Judge issued October 6,

1976, should be and is hereby accepted.

and the Stipulation and Agreement.of
Staff and Transco-filed with the Pre-
siding Administrative Law Judge on Sep-
tember 30, 1976, should be- and is hereby
accepted.

By the Comm1ssion

. . KENNETHF. PLuMs, -
) ’ * Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35428 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 sm]

-

" NOTICES

[Docket No. ER77—57 ]

TUCSON GAS & ELECTRIC -CO.

Notice of Filing of Service Schedule D to
Power Service Agreement

NoveEMBER 23, 1976.

‘Take notice that Tucson Gas & Elec-
tric Company (“TGE”) on November 15,
1976 tendered for filing g Service Sched-
ule D dated November 1, 1976, entitled
Electric Power Wheeling Agreement as
part of the Power Service Agreement

- dated May 28, 1976 between TGE and

Arizona Electric Power Cooperative, Inc.
(“AEPCO"™). Copies of the filing were

served upon AEPCO on November 3, 1976.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make 'any application with reference to
said Service Schedule D should file a

_petition to intervene or protest with the

Federal Power Commission, 825 N. Capi-
tol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426
in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti-
tions or protests should be filed on or
before December 17, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a petition fo intervene. Copies
of this Service Schedule D are to file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.
KENNETH ¥. PLUMB,
Secretary.
[FRI Doc 76-~35483 Fued 12—1—76 8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
" URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Federal Disaster Assistance
Administration
[Docket No. NFD-874; FDAA-522-DR]
MARYLAND

Amendment to Notice of Major Disaster

Notice of Major Disaster for the State
of Maryland dated October 14, 1976, is
hereby amended to include the following
area smong those areas determined to
have been adversely affected by the
catastrophe declared a major disaster by
the President in his.declaration of Octo-
ber 14, 1976:

The City of: ~
Taneytown (Carroll County).

{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No,
14.701, Disaster Assistance.)

Dated: November 22, 1976. -

. TrOMAS P. DUNNE,
Administrator, Federal Disaster
Assistance Administration.

‘IFR Doc.76~-35450 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 nm]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[Serial No. F-23016]

LOUISIANA LAND AND EXPLORATION CO.
Application for Airport Lease

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the Act of May 24, 1928 (49 U.8.C. 211~
214) The Louisiana. Land and Explora-
tlon Company has applied for an airport
lease for the following land:

FPAmBANKE MERIDIAN, ALASKA

T.16 N, R.28 E,,
Secs. 31 and 32 protracted

T.15N.,,R. 28 E,,

. Sec. 6 protracted.

Commencing at & brass cap -monument at
the NW corner of sald section 32; thence
S. 7°08°04" E.; 1,210.96 feot to tho true
point of beginning of this deseription lying
.at Alaska State Plane Zone 2 coordinates
of y=4,449,648.76, x=516,857.617, at latl~
tude 66°10’26.50'I" N., longltude 141°53°~
09.786'* W.; thence S. 36°22'57'* E., 000
feet; thence S. 53°37°03"' W., 200 fcot.
thennce S. 36°22°57"” E, 4,500 feot; thegice
S. 53°37'03"* W., 110 feot; thonco along tho
arc of a 100 foot radius ourve to the right
a distance of 314.16 fcot; thenco N. 30°«
22°67"" W., 4,900 feet; thence N. 5367'03'/
E., 400 Ieet to the true point of beginning;
and. containing 17.234 acres. All bearinps
and distances are Alaska State Plano Zono
2.

The purpose,of this notice is to inform
the public that the filing of this applica-
tion segregates the described land from
all other forms of use or disposal under
the public land laws.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the District Man~
ager, Bureau of Land Management, Box
1150, Fairbanks, Alaska 99707,

Ricuarp H, LEDOSQUET,
District Manager,

[F’R Doc.76-35468 Filed 12-1-76;8:46 nan)

-

[N-7057]
NEVADA

Notice of Termination of Proposed
" Withdrawal and Reservation of Lands

NoVEMBER 26, 1976.

Notice of Energy Research and Devel-
opment Administration’s (formerly
Atomic Energy Commission) application,
N-7957, for withdrawal and reservation
of lands for meothermal potentinl was
published as FR Doc. No. 74-2557, page
3977 of the issue for January 31, 1974.
Several modification notices were pub-
lished in the issues for April 11, June 13,
October 31,1974, March 20, 1075, Feb-
ruary ‘12 and September 23, 1976. The
applicant agency has cancelled its ap-
plication as to the lands remsaining.
Therefore, pursuant to the regulations

-contained in 2091.2-5(b) 1, the following

lands, at 10:00 a.m. on December 30,
1976, will be relieved of the sepregativa
effect of the above-mentioned applica-
tion.

~
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MouNT DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEVADA
BUFFALO VALLEY

T.30N,R.41E,
Sec. 34, NW4.

LEACH HOT SPRINGS

T.31N,R.38E,
Sec. 14, All.

T. 31 N., R. 39 E. (partially surveyed)
Sec. 21 NE4, NEL,NWY,, SIL,NWI, S5
Sec. 22, N4, WLSWY;, SELSWY, SEZ:
Sec. 27, N, WiLS Wl/}, SE¥4SW(41 SE44r
Sec. 28, All;
Sec. 33, N5, SEl4;
Sec. 34, NI, NEY;, SEY4NEY;, NW14, S16

A. JoEN HILLSAMER,
Acting Chief, .
Division of Technical Services.

[FR Doc.76-354'74 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[OR 7276] -
OREGON -
‘Order Provxdmg for Openlng of Pubhc

NOVEMBER 24, 1976.
1. In an exchange of lands made under

- the provisions of section 8 of the Act of

June 28, 1934, 48 Stat. 1269, 1272, as
a.mended and supplemented, 43 U.S.C.
315g- (1970), the following lands have
“been reconveyed to the United States:

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN

T.258,R.19E,

Sec. 25,8%. - .
T.23S,R.20E,,

Sec. 36, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, W15 and Wi4El.
T.39S.,R.22E,, *

Sec. 36, NEY,NEY;, S NEY, NWINWI,

SEyNWY; NEY.SWY;, and SEl4.
T.28S.,R.23 E,,
Sec. 16, Wib.
T.385.,R.23E,,

Sec. 36 WI/ZNE%, SE%NE}
SEY;.

T.398.,R.23E,
Sec. 36, lots 1 to 7, inclusive, Sz NW4,
N15,SW;, and NWI4SEY.

T.41S.,R.23E,

Sec. 16 NEY;, Ey,_NWh, and S}é
T.28S,R.24 E,

Sec. 36.
T.395,R.24 E,

Sec. 20, SBY;SE1;.
T.40S.,R.24E,

Sec. 36. .
T.28S.,R.25E,

Sec. 16.
T.20S,R.25E, ~

Sec. 16.7
T.40S,R.25E,

Sec. 36 SEZQNWI,{;, NE; sSw,
SE1;.

T.38S.,R.26 E,,
Sec. 36 Wi NEY;,, SE4NEY;, SEY,NW1},
NEYSWY;, NI, SEY, and SE14SE!1;.
T.38S.,R.27TE,
See. 16 -
Sec. 36, N1, E1,SW1;, and SEY4.
- T.39S,R.27E,,

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36, lots 1 and 2, N15,
SElY;.

T.40S8,R.27E,

Sec. 36, exceptlng and excluding that
parcel of land containing 2220 acres
conveyed to Lake County. Oregon, for
roadway purposes by deed recorded at
Book 53, Page 301, State Record of Deeds.

W15, and

and NWi4

EYLSW1Y, and

NOTICES

T.355,R.28E,
Sec. 36.
T.3685., R.28E,
Sec. 36, NILNEY,
SiLSwWI4, NE%S
T.375.,R.28 E..
Sec. 16;
Sec, 36.
‘T.38S.,R.28E,,
Sec. 16;
Sec. 36.
T.39 S.,R.28E.,
See. 16;
Sec. 36, WIZNEL
T.40S., R.28E,,
Sec. 16;
Sec. 36.
T.41S.,R.28E,,
Sec. 16, excepting and excluding that par-
cel of land containing 13.20 acres con=-
veyed to Xake County, Oregon, for road-
way purposes by deed recorded at Book
53, Page 301, State Records of Deeds.
T.35S,R.29E,, -
Sec. 36.
T.36S,R.28E,,
Sec. 16;
Sec. 36.
T.37S,R.29E.,
Sec. 16. N%NE, 2 SW!'(NE,.‘. w%'

NEUNWIY,

sr:;zm:x NEY%SWI4,
, and SI4SEY.

.

, Wis, and SEY.

and
1LANWI4, and

S%

T.38S,R.20E,,

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36.
T.39S,R.29E,

Sec. 16;

Sec, 36. "
T.405,R.29E,, . -

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36.
T.41S.,R.29E,,

Sec. 16.
T.36S.,R.30 E,,

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36.
T.878S.,R.30E,

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36.
T.88S.,R.30E,,

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36,
T.39 S,,R.30E,,

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36.
T.40S,R.30E.,

Sec. 16;

Sec. 36.
T.415,R.30E,

Sec. 16.
T. 40 S. R.31,E,

16.

T.‘.‘:IS R.S!.E,
Sec. 16

The areas described aggregate, after
making the aforesald exceptions, 32,-
2144.'18 acres in Lake and Harney Coun-

es.

2. Sec. 36, T. 40 S., R. 24 B, Is in-
cluded in an existing geothermal re-
sources lease previously Issued by the
State of Oregon.

3. The subject lands consist of widely
scattered parcels generally located within
30 miles south and east of the Hart
Mountain National Antelope Refuge and
with some parcels in northeastern Lake
and northwestern Harney Counties. Ele-
vetion varies from 4,000 to 6,500 feet
above sea level, and the topography
ranges from generally flat to steep and
rocky. Vegetation consists primarily of

52909

sagebrush and native grasses with some
Jjuniper. In the past, the lands have been
used for livestock grazing purposes. The
lands also have wildlife habitat values,
and they will be managed, together with
adjoining national resource lands, for
multiple use.

4. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
lands described in paragraph 1 hereof
are hereby open (except as provided in
paragraph 2 hereof) to operation of the
public land laws, including the mining
laws (Ch. 2, Title 30 U.S.C.), and the
mineral leasing laws. All valid applica-
tions received af or prior to 10:00 a.m.
Dec. 31, 1976, shall be considered as
simultaneously filed at that time. Those
received thereafter shall be considered
in the order of filing.

5. Inquiries concerning ® the lands
should be addressed to the Chief, Branch
of Lands and Minerals Operations, Bu-
reau of Land Management, P.O. Box
2965, Portland, Oregon 97208.

HaroLp A. BERENDS,
Chief, Branch of Lands and
Minerals Operations.

[PR Do02.76-35382 FPlled 12-1-76;8:45 am]

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF OFFICIAL
PROTRACTION DIAGRAMS

Notice of Approval

1. Notice is hereby given that, effective
with this publcation, the following OCS
Official Protraction Diagrams, approved
on the date indicated, are available, for
information only, in the Outer Continen-
tal Shelf Office, Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Anchorage, Alaska. In accordance
with Title 43, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, these protraction diagrams are the
baslc record for the description of min-
eral and oft and gas lease offers in the
geographic area they represent.

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELY PROTDACTION

Draczams
Description Approval date
NN 3-2 Cold Bay.-__-——- Scpt. 30, 1976
NN 4-1 Stepovak Bay... Oct. 6, 1976
NO 3-4 Cape Newenham_ Sept. 30, 1976
NO 38 oo Oct. 27, 1976
NO 4-1 Goodrfews ... Oct. 6, 1976
Sept. 30, 1976

NO 4-3 Hagemelster Is-
Iand,

Sept. 30, 1976
Sept. 30, 1976
Oct. 27, 1976
Oct. 27, 1976

2. Coples of these diagrams are for sale
at two dollars ($2.00). per sheet by the
Manager, Outer Continental Shelf Office,
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box
1169, Anchorage, Alaska 99510. The
street address Is 800 “A” Street, Anchor-
age, Alaska. Checks or Money Orders
should be made payable to the Bureau of
Xand Management.

Joax A. HAGA»?S,
Acting Manager, Alaska Outer
Continental Shelf Ofice.

[FR Doc.76-36381 Piled 12-1-76;8:45 am}]
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SALMON DlSTRICT MULTIPLE USE
ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting

with Pub. L. 92-463 that a meeting of the
Salmon District Multiple Use Advisory

Board will be held beginning at 9:00

a.m. January 12, 1977, at the Salmon
Distriet Ofice, Salmon, Idaho.

'The Advisory Board was established to-

advise the Salmon District Manager on
matters relating to the use, manage-
ment, protection, and disposition of lands
and resources administered by the Bu-
reau of Land Management wifhin the
Salmon District.

The purpose of the meeting is to re-
view and discuss, (1) The Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976;
(2) Forestry program; (3) Challis EIS;
(4) Wild Horses; (5) Oil and Gas leases;
and (6) other appropriate items.

The meeting is open to the public. I
is expected that 10 persons will be able
to attend the session in addition to the
Committee members. Interested persons
may make written presentations to the
Committee or file written statements.
Such requests should be made to the
official listed below at least 10 days prior
to the meeting. A

Further information concerning this
meeting may be obtained from Harry R.
Finlayson, District Manager, P.O. Box
430, Salmon, Idaho, telephone (208)
756-2201. Minutes of the meeting will be

available for public inspection and copy- -

ing 2 weeks after the meeting at .the
Salmon District Office, Highway 93
South, Salmon, Idaho.

Dated: November 24, 1976.

Harry R. FINLAYSON,
District Manager.

[FR Doc.76-35471 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[OR 12565 (Wash.) ]
WASHINGTON

Order Providing fo: Opening of Public
Lands

1. In an exchange of lands under the
provisions of section 8 of the Act of
June 28, 1934, 48 Stat. 1269, 1272, as
amended and supplemented, 43 U.S.C.
315g (1970), the following lands have
been reconveyed to the United States:

WILLIAMETTE MERIDIAN

T. 8¢ N, R.26 E,,

Sec. 19, lot 5, E1,SEY;, and SWI4SEY,
except ‘those parcels in said lot & con-
taining 2.11 acres, more or less, as de-
scribed In warranty deed to the United
States. recorded September 25, 1975, in
Volume 300 at Page 1049, records of Ben-
ton County, Washington;

Sec.. 20, 814, except that parcel in the SEl;
SW1; and SE1,SW1; containing 143
acres, more or less, as described In war-
ranty deed to the United States recorded
September 25, 1975, in Volume 300 at
Pagoe 1049, records of Benton County,
‘Washington; . )

. Sec.21, Wi,

T.10N,,R.33 E.,

Seo, b, EY,NEY,5W14 end NWI,NEY,SW14.

"NOTICES,

- _'The areas described aégregatei 828.46

acres in Benton and Franklin Counties.
2. A majority of the subject lands are

1 i ]
Notice is hereby given in accordance” ocated approximately 14 miles west of

the City of Richland in the Badger Slope
area of Benton County. The remaining
parcel of subject lands is located approxi-
mately 15 miles northeast of the City
of Pasco in the Juniper Forest area of
Franklin County. Elevation varies from
800 to 1,200 feet above sea level, and the

topography is generally rolling. Vegeta~ -

tion consists primarily of sagebrush and
native grasses. In the past, the lands
have been used for livestock grazing pur-
poses, and the parcel located in the Juni-
per Forest area has public recreational
values. The lands will be managed, to-
gether with adjoining national resource
lands, for multiple use,

3. SubJect to valid existing rights, the
provisions -of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
Jands described in paragraph 1 hereof
are hereby open to operation of the pub-
lic 1and laws, including the mining laws
(Ch. 2, Title 30 U.S.C.) and the mineral
leasmg laws. All valid applications re-
ceived at or prior to 10:00 a.m. Decem-~
ber 30, 1976, shall be considered as simul-
taneously filed at that time. Those re-
ceived thereafter shall be consuiered in
the order of filing.

4. Inquiries concerning the Iands
should be addressed to the Chief, Branch
of Lands and Minerals Operations, Bu-

.reau of Land Management, P.O. Box.

2965, Portland, Oregon 97208.

FREDERICK S. CRAFTS,
Acting Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc.76-35469 Filed 12-1~76;8:45 am]

[OR 9657 (Wash.) ]
~ WASHINGTON
Order Providing for Opening of Public
: Land

NoOvEMBER 24, 1976.

1. In an exchange of lands made under
the provisions of section 8 of the Act
of June 28, 1934, 48 Stat. 1269, 1272, as
amended and supplemented, 43 U.S.C.
315g (1970), the following land has been
reconveyed to the United States:

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN

T.9N,R.26 E.,
Sec. 14, SW14,SW1; and S1,SEY,SW;;
Sec. 15, NW,SWi;, WL WILSWI8SWY;,
SEYSW1,SW;, S}, SEY;, and that por-
- tion of the SWNWI; lying southerly
of the south right-of-way line of U.S.
Highway 12;
Sec. 22, N1
Seec. 23, SWILNEY;, NWILNW1;, SI,NWI4,
N1,8%, that portion of the SENEY;
lying southwesterly of a straight line
drawn between the N14 corner and the
EY; corner of sald Sec. 23, the NEI,NW14
except the East 300 feet thereof, and
that portion of the 'S14S% lylng north-
erly of the mnorth right-of-way line of
McBee County Road;
Sec. 24, SE1,8W15.

This ares described contains, after
msaking the aforesald exception, 1,032
acres in Benton County

-

2. The United States did not acquire
any mineral rights with the land in secs.
15 and 23.

3. The subject land consists of one
large parcel of 992 acres and one small
parcel of 40 acres located approximatcly
12 miles east of the City of Richland in
the Badger Slope area of Benton County.
Elevation varles from 800 to 1,465 fcet
above sea level, and the topogmphy Is
rolling to semi-mountainous Vegetation
consists primarily of sagebrush and na-
tive grasses. In the past, the land has
been used for livestock grazing purposes,
and it will be managed, together with
adjoining national resource lands, for
multiple use.

4. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
land described in paragraph 1 hereof s
hereby open (excépt as provided In para-
graph 2 hereof) to operation of the pub-
lic land laws, including the mining laws
(Ch. 2, Title 30 U.S.C.), and the mineral
leasing laws. All valid applications re«
ceived at or prior to 10 a.m. December
31, 1976, shall be considered as simuls«
taneously filed at that time, Those re-
ceived thereafter shall be considered in
the order of flling.

5. Inquiries concerning the land should
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau
of Land Management, P.O. Box 2065,
Portland, Oregon 97208.

HaroLp A. BERENDS,
Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operations.

[FR D0¢.76-35470 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am}

[Wyoming 57682]
WYOMING
Application

Novembenr 24, 1976,

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185),
Colorado Interstate Gas Company of
Colorado Springs, Colorado, filed an ap-
plication for a right-of-way to construct
4 inch pipelines for the purpose of trans-
porting natural gas across the following
described National Resource Lands:

SIXTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING

T.16N,,R.94 W.,,
Sec. 4, lot 2. °
T.17TN.,R.94W,,
Sec. 12, SWSW14;
Sec. 14, E;NE1;, N1,SEY;, SW14SE1;;
Sec, 22, SW18W1;, E1,8E1,
Sec. 34- NLNWs SW’/;NW’A, WiLswii,
SE%SW’A.

The pipelines will {ransport natural
gas from the Ladd Petroleum Federal No.
14-64 well in sec. 4, T. 16 N, R. 96 W,
and the Ladd Petroleum Federal No. 1-
12-74 well in sec. 12, T. 1T N, R. 94 W, to
points of connection with thieir existing
F22 4 inch pipeline in sec. 22, T, 17N, R,
94 W., Sweetwater County. .

. The purpose of this notice is to inforin
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
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the application should be approved and,
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should do so promptly. Per-
son submitting comments should include
their name and address and send them to
the District Manager, Bureau of Land
"Management, 1300 Third Street, P.O.
Box 670, Rawlins, Wyoming 82301.

Arnta LUNDBERG,
. Acting Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[f‘R Doc.76-35383 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Wyoming 57583]
WYOMING
- Application
NOVEMBER 24, 1976.

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185),

- Colorado Interstate Gas Company of
Colorado Springs, Colorado, filed an ap-
plication for a right-of-way to construct
two and four inch pipelines for the pur-
poses of transporting natural gas across

. the TYollowing described National Re-
source Lands:

SIXTH PEINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMMING

T.18N., R.98 W.,
Sec. 24, SWI,NE;.
T.19 N.,R. 101 W.,
Sec. 2,;lot 4, SWILNW, N1L,5Wl,
SW1,81%SEY;; .

Sec. 12, NW4NW5.

The pipelines will transport natural
gas from Brown Federal 11-12 well in
Sec. 12, T. 19 N., R. 101 W. o a point of
connection with proposed. F146 line in
sec. 2, T. 19 N., R. 101 W. and from this
point into their existing Desert Springs
Gathéring System in Sec. 3, T. 19 N, R.
101 W.; and from the No.'3 Delaney Rim
Unit Well in sec. 24, T. 18 N,, R. 98 W,
Sweetwater County.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether

—the application should be approved and,
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should do so promptly. Per-
sons submitting comments should in-
clude their name and address and send
them to the District Manager, Bureau of
Land Management, P.O. Box 1869, Rock
Springs, Wyoming-82901.

Axrna L'UNDBERG,
Actmg Chief, Branch of Lands and
Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc '76-35384 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

SE4

Office of Hegrings and Appeals
. [Docket No. M 76X703]
BISHOP COAL CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice Is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301 (c)

" NOTICES

of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Bishop Coal Company has filed a
petition to modify the application of 30
CFR '75.305 to its Bishop Mine No. 33-37,
located in McDowell County, West Vir-
ginia.
30 CFR '15.305 provides:

In addition to the pre-shift and daily ex-
aminations required by this Subpart D, ex-
aminations for hazardous conditions, includ-
ing tests for methane, and for compliance
with the mandatory health or cafety stand-
ards, shall be made at least once each week
by a certlfied person designated by the op-
erator in the return of each plit of alr where
it enters the main return, on plliar Ialls, ot
seals, in the main return, at least one entry
of each intake and return alrcourse in its en-
tirety, idle workings, and, inscofar as cafety
considerations permit, abandoned areas.
Such weekly examination need not be made
during any week in which the mine is idle
for the entire week, except that such exam-
ination shall be made before any other miner
returns to the mine. Tho percon making such
examinations and tests shall place his ini-
tials and the date and time at the places ex-
amined, and if any hazardous condition is

"found, such condition shall be reported to
* the operator promptly. Any hazardous con-

dition shall be corrected immediately. If such
condition creates an imminent danger, the
operator shall withdraw all percons from the
aren affected by such condition to a cafe areq,
except those persons referred to In section
104(d) of the Act, until such danger is
abated. A record of these examinations, tests,
and actions taken shall be recorded in ink or
indelible pencil in o book approved by the
Secretary kept for such purpece in an area
on the surface of the mine chosen by the
mine operator to minimize the danger of
destruction by fire or other hazard, and the
record shall be open for incpection by inter-
ested persons. The substance of Petltioner's
statement is as follows:

1. Bishop Coal Company petitions for
modification of the requirement that a
weekly examination be made of the re-
turn airway for the Dry Fork left section
1D. No. 023.

2. Attached as Exhibit A is a map of
the area of the Bishop Mine No. 33-37
which is relevant to this Petitiont

3. The return airway serves the section
currently being mined. A portion of the
subject return airway passes through
some old workings in the mine, The roof

~ of the old workings is not supported, and

the area is dotted with roof falls, Con-~
sequently, the portion of the return air-
way which passes through the old work-
ings cannot be walked without risk of
serious bodily injury.

4. The falls which exist in the old
workings have no effect on the velocity
or quantity of air travelling the return
airway.

5. Bishop proposes to monitor the con-
ditions of the return airway in the area
of the old workings by weekly tests of air
quality and quantity at points where the
return airway enters and exists the old
workings.

1Exhibit A Is avallable for inspection at
the address listed in the last paragraph of
this notice.
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6. Bishop’s alternate method of com-
pliance under section 75.305 will assure
a return airflow which is of sufficient
quantity and quality to provide full pro-
tection to miners in the section which
it serves.

7. A requirement, on the other hand,
that miners enter the old workings to
inspect and monitor the return airway
would result in a diminution of safety to
the miners because of the danger of roof
{alls. Bishop submits, therefore, that its
alternate method of compliance with
§ 75.305 will at all times result in a high-
er level of safety to miners than would
conformance to § 75.305 as writfen.

REQUEST ror HeARDIG OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3;
1977. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia.22203. Copies
of the petition are available for inspec-~
tion at that address.

JaMmES R. RICEARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

NoveMBER 22, 1976. .
IFR Doe76-35398 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 2L 76X687]

BRUSHY FORK MINING CORB.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice Is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
{c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health
and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(19703, Brushy Fork Mining Corpora-
tion has filed a petition to modify the
application of 30 CFR 75.1405 fo its
Brushy Fork No. 1 and No. 2 Mines
located in McDowell County, West
Virginia.

30 CFR 715.1405 provides:

All haulage equipment acquired by an
operator of a coal mine on or after March 30,
1871, chall be equipped with automatic
couplers which couple by ifmpact and un-
couple without the necessity of persons going
between the ends of such equipment. Al
houlage equipment without automatic
couplers in use in a mine on March 30, 1870,
sholl also be 50 equipped within 4 years
after March 30, 1970.

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
mentis as follows:

1. The implementing regulation at 30
CFR 75.1405-1 provides:

The requirement of § 75.1405 with re-
spect to automatic couplers applies only
to track haulage cars which are regu-
larly coupled and uncoupled.

2. Section 75.1405-1 of the Regzula-
tlons does not require installaﬁon of
automatic couplers on Petitioner’s supply
and other vehicles, which are more
specifically described herein. Such ve-
bicles are not “haulage equipment”
within the meaning of the Act nor are
they “track haulage cars which are regu-
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larly coupled and uncoupled” within the
meaning of the Regulation.

3. Even If § '75.1405-1 did require that
Petitioner’s vehicles be equipped with
automatic couplers, such provisions
should be modified, pursuant to section
301(c) of the Act, to permit utilization of
the drawbar and pin system, which pro-
vides equivalent or greater safety to
miners than an automatic coupling sys-

tem. .

4. Petitioner’s mines utilize an all-belt
conveyor system to transport coal from
the underground working sections to the
outside coal handling facilities.

* 5. Use of the track haulage system is
limited to transportation of men, sup-
plies and equipment from the surface to
the off-track loading point. Men, supplies
and equipment may be transported from
that point to the faces in vehicles capable
of traveling off-track.

6. Men are usually transported on rail -

(on track) in self-propelled unit ve-
hicles which are not regularly coupled
and uncoupled. Off rail (off-track) men
may be transported in self-propelled,
rubber-tired vehicles or on skids pulled
by self-propelled, rubber-tired tractors.

7. Supplies and equipment are nor-,

mally to be transported on rail-(on track)
in “rubber/rail” vehicles, equipped with
retractable rubber. wheels. These -ve-
hicles are pulled on track by steel-
wheeled electrical locomotives. By en-
gaging the rubber wheels, the vehicles
are able to operate off rail (off-track)
where they are pulled by self-propelled,
rubber-tired -tractors. All of Petitioner’s
supply cars which travel off rail (off-
track) are “rubber/rail” vehicles. -

8. Because of the exclusive use of a
belt conveyor system to transport coal,
the use of automatic couplers on equip-
ment traveling on or off rail (track) will
result in a diminution of safety to the
miners In Petitioner’s mine.

9. Petitioner’s mine is characterized by
entries having a relatively tighter, nar-
rower radius of horizontal curve and by
bottom grades which are more pro-
nounced and undulating than mines us-
ing track haulage to transport coal. The
uneven bottom contours, tight horizontal
curves and the fixed position of the en-
gaged rubber wheels on rubber/rail cars
traveling offi-track distort the horizontal
and vertical alipnment needed for reli-
able functioning of automatic couplers
and cause excessive wear to, and/or
jemming of, such couplers.

10. Since coal is not to be transported
on Petitioner’s tracks, the tracks and
track roadbeds have not been construct-
ed to carry the 35- to 50-ton locomotives
and the 10- to 30-ton coal cars typically
found in mines using track haulage to
transport coal. In such mines, heavy
duty ballasting of the track roadbed and
track alignment by means of welded

" plates are designed to accommodate the
extremely heavy locomotives and coal
cars and confribute substantially to re-
liable functioning of automatie couplers.
The Hghter weight track and ballasting
desipned to accommodate the relatively
lighter rubber/rail supply cars to be used

- NOTICES

in Petitioner’s mine, provide less uniform
horizontal and vertical alignment of au-
tomatic couplers and will cause excessive
wear to, and/or jamming of such cou-
plers.

11. In light of the conditions stated
above, use of automatic couplers in Peti-
tioner’s mine would present the follow-
ing hazards to safety:

a. Excessive wear to automatic cou-
plers would result in accidental uncou-~
pling and possible derailment.

b, Automatic couplers which become
jammed or accidentally uncoupled would
in almost every instance require miners
to position themselves between vehicles
in_order to effect the proper alignment
for coupling.

Accordingly, the use of automatic cou-
plers, whether on or offtrack, in Peti-
tioner’s mine would result in g diminu-
tion of safety to the miners in such mine.

12, The pin-and-drawbar -couplers
which Petitioner proposes to use in its
mine are far less susceptible to excessive
wear, jamming or accidental uncoupling
from uneven alignment than automatic
couplers and can be manipulated -with
much greater flexibility. The couplers in
Petitioner’s mine, therefore, would guar-
antee no less than the same measure of
protection which would be afforded the
miners by the use of automatic couplers
at the affected mine.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OrR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petitién may
request & hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must

> be filed with the Office of Hearings and

Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of
the petition are available for inspection
at that address.

Jamres R. RICHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

NoveEMBER 22, 1976. i
[FR Doc.76-35389 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]«

[Docket No. M 76-113]
CHRISTOPHER COAL CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

- Amended notice is hereby given that
in accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 301(c) of the Federal Coal Mine
Health and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C.

" 861(c) (1970), Christopher Coal Com-

pany has filed a petition to modify the
application of 30 CFR 75.1105 to its Purs-~
glove No. 15 Mine, Osage, Monongalia
County, West Virginia. Notice was pub-
lished in Docket No. M 76-113 on June 29,
1976, of Christopher Coal Company’s pe-
tition to modify the application of 30
CFR 75.1105 to its Humphrey No. 7 Mine.
This notice hereby amends the previous
notice in Docket No. M 76-113.
30 CFR '75.1105 provides:

* Underground transformer stations, bate
tery-charging stations, substations, compres
sor statlons, shops, and permanent pumps
shall be- housed in fireproof structures or
areas. Alr currents used to ventilato struo«
tures or areas onclosing electrical installaa
tions shall be coursed directly into tho ro-
twrn. Other underground structures installed
in a coal mine as the Secretary may prcscrlbo
shall be of fireproof construction.

The substance of Petitioner’s state
ment is as follows:

The following factors prevent compli-
ance with the aforementioned section:

1. Pumps are lochted on old haulage
from the pit mouth towards Lemley fan
which was mined 20 to 50 years ago.

2. The haulage is ventilated with in-
take air and there are no return alrways.
Pump 65-4-00 is 1 mile from a return and
pump 103--00 is 4,000 feet from o return.

3. Intake air that passes these pump
stations is not used to ventilate an active
working section.

4, The Sewickley Seam 80 feet above
these pumps has been mined, eliminat«
ing the practicability of drilling addi-
tional holes and venting to the surface.
(Enclosed. are Sewickley overlays of the
pump locations.)?

5. Pump stations are located in natural
basins and continuous operation is nee-

essary to prevent flooding of the haulage.

The following procedures will be ob~
served to provide no less than the same
measure of protection as required by
§ 75.1105:

1, Pumps will be housed in & fireproof
building;

2, An automatic fire suppression device
will be installed in each of these pump
stations that will be activated by heat
sensors over the pump;

3. Automatic closing steel doors that
will be activated by & heat sensory devico
will be installed;

4, No oil or combustible material will
be stored in the pump stations;

5. Electrical circuits will .comply with
the requirements of the FEDERAL
REGISTER;

6. A fire warning device (lighb or horn)
will be mounted along the mainline haul«
age at the entrance to the pump stations
to give visual or audible warning of o flre
in pump stations. This warning device
will be activated by heat sensory devices;
and

7. Inspection of these pumps stations
will be made in compliance with the re«
quirements of the Act.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.8. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203, Coples

'3 Exhibits are available for ingpection at
the address shown In the last paragraph cf,
the notice.
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of the petition are available for inspec-
{ion at that address.

JaxEes R. RICHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.
NOVEMBER 22, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-35400 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. M 76X708]
CLINCHFIELD COAL CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(e) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 US.C. 861(c)
(1970), Clinchfield Coal Company has
filed a petition to modify the application
of 30 CFR 75.1105 to its Open Fork No. 2
Mine, located in Dickenson County,
Virginia. -

30 CFR 75.1105 provides:

.Underground {ransformer stations, bat-
tery-charging stations, substations, compres-
sor stations, shops, and permenent pumps
-shall be housed in fireproof structures or

" areas. Air currents used to ventilate struc-
tures or areas enclosing electrical installa-
. tions shall be-coursed directly into the re-
turn. Other wunderground structures in-
stalled in a coal mine as the Secretary may
prescribe shall be of fireproof construction.

The substance of Petitioner’s state-~
ment is as follows: .

1. The Open Fork No. 2 Mine is located
in the Upper Banner Seam, is opened by
drifts and operates a total of five mech-
%tlized units on a mulfiple shift opera-

ion.

2. The Petitioner secks modification of
the regulation as it relates to the ventila~
tion of one Ensign 150 EVA belt trans-
former that is required to operate a Long
Air-dox belt drive that is located in in-
take air courses where no return air
courses are available.

3. The Petitioner respectfully requests
that since the belt transformer is Iocated
in entries that are all intake entries that
it be permitfed an alternate method of
meeting the ventilation requirements
listed in 30 CFR 75.1105, subject to the
following conditions: .

(a) The fireproof enclosure shall be
equipped with automatically closing fire

"~ doors activated by a thermal device with

an activation temperature no greater
than 200° F. Such doors shall be designed
to enclose all associated elecfric com-
ponents in a reasonably air-tight en-
closure in__case of fire or excessive
temperature. —

(b) The eleciric equipment shell be
protected with'a thermal device, rated at
no greater than 200° F., designated to
remove incoming power.

(¢) No combustible materials shall be
stored or gllowed fo accumulate in the
fireproof enclosure.

“(d) The electrical equipment shall be
examined weekly, tested, and properly

- maintained by a gualified electrician.

(¢) The fire suppression devices shall
be examined weekly and a functional test

NOTICES

of the complete system shall be con-

ducted atleast oncea year.

) 'The fireproof structure or area
enclosing the electric installation shall
g: nt;xam!ned for hazardous conditions

(g) The record of the examinations for
electrical equipment required by Sections
30 CFR 75,1805 and 30 CFR 75.1802 shall
be kept on the surface and made avall-
able to an authorized representative of
gxi% Secretary and to the miners in such

e,

4. Enclosed with this petition Is a
drawing entitled “Open Fork No. 2 Mine
Belt Transformer Isolation Plat” and &
ventilation map of Open Fork No. 2 Mine,
describing the system of ventilation em-
ployed and the location of the frans-
gcgzmsr and belt drive dated August 24,

6.

' 5, Petitioner is confident that such con-
ditions will, at all times, puarantee no
less than the same measure of protection
to the miners of such mine as the
ventilation requirements specified in
§ 75.1105.

REQUEST For Heanmic or CoMznTs

Perzons interested in this petition may
request o hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
197, Such requests or comments must be
filed with the Office of Hearines and Ap-
peals, Hearings Division, U.S, Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203, Coples
of the petition are available for inspec-
tion at that address.

Inres R. RicHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Novenmser 22, 1976.
IFR Doc76~35401 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

{Docket No. 1L 76-12]
J AND M COAL CO.

Petition for Madification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in nccord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
¢ of the Federal Coal AMine Health and
Safety Act of 1869, 30 U.8.C. 86l(c)
(1870), J and M Coal Company has flled
a petition to modify the application of
30 CFR 75.1405 to its No. 2 Mine (for-
merly L. Duncan Mine), located in

Camphbell County, Tennessee.
30 CFR 75.1405 provides:

<A1 haulage equipment acquired by an op-
erator of o coal mine on or after Morch 30,
1871, shall be equipped with automatic cou~
plers which eouple by impact and uncouple
without the neccssléy of percons golng be-
tween the ends of such cquipment, All haul-
age equipment without outomntic couplers
in use in o mine on March 30, 1870, shall alco
be co cquipped within four vears after
MIarch 30, 1970,

27The enclosed drawing and map ave avail-
ablo for inspection at the address lsted in
the Jast paragraph of this notice,

52913

The substance of Petitioners state-
ment Is as follows: -

1. The alternate method the petitioner
proposes to establish in Heu of the man-~
datory standard is one in which there is
employed manual devices, described in
detall hereafter.

2. The alternate method consists of
permanently coupling the mine ears info
trips with the end cars provided with
loose pins controlled by levers extending
to the clearance side of the cars. The
link at the fized pin end will be on both
ends of the locomotive and its alisnment
w1l be controlled, if required, by a 37—
inch hand Hnk aligner prior to coupling.
‘Thus the coupling and wncoupling of the
locomotive to either end of the fixed trip
will be safely accomplished by the cou-
pler or brakeman, standing outside of
the path of the cars and locomotive.

3. The alternate methad will at ol
times puarantee a standard of protection
o lezs than would be the application of
the mandatory standard.

REQUEST ron HEARING OR COMMIENTS

Parsons Interested in this petition moo
request o hearing on the petition or fur-
.nish comments on or before January 2.
1877. Such requests or comments mus-
be filed with the Office of Hearinzs and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Dapart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulz-
vaxd, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copizs ol
the petition are available for inspzction
ot thet address,

Jaucs R. RICHARDS,
Director, Office of
FBearings and Appeal-.

Noveurerr 22, 1976.
- [FR Dox6-83402 Filed 12-1-76:8:43 am!

[Dacket No. M T6XE52]
JIM WALTER RESOURCES, INC.

Petition for Modificotion of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in aceord-
ance with the provisions of secfion 361
(c) of the Federal Cozl Mine Health and
Bafety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 86licy
(1970), Jim Walter Resources, Ine., hos
flled a petition to modify the appHeation
of 30 CFR "15.326 to its Mine No. 4. lo-
cated in Tuscaloosa County, Alabama.

30 CFR. 75.326 provides:

In any coal mine opened after XMorchr 27,
1876, tho entrles used as Intale and rotwrn
air cources sholl be ceparafed frem belt
haoulege entries, and ecch operator of such
mine shall lUmit the velocity of the v
courred through belt haulace entrizs to the
amount necessary to provide an adsquote
cupply of oxygen in such entrics, and to in-
sure that th2 alr thereln sholl cantain le:s
than 1.0 volume per centum of mathone, and
such. alr chall not b2 uzcd to ventilate active
wiorizing places. Wacnever an cuthorized ren-
recontative of thq Secrefary finds, in the cos?
of any coal mine gpencd on or prior to March
30, 1970, which has boen developed with
more than twwo entries, that the conditions
in the entrics, other than belt houlage en-
tries, are cuch 8s to permit cdequately the
cawrsing of Intoke or return cir throuzh
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such entries (&) the belt haulage entries
shall not be used to ventilate, unless such
entries are necessary to ventilate, active
working places, and (b) when the belt haul-
age entried are not necessary to ventilate the
active working-places, the operator of such
mine shall limit the velocity of the alr
coursed through the belt haulage entries to
the amount necessary to provide an ade-
quate supply of oxygen in such entries, and
to insure that the alr therein shall-contain
less than 1.0 volume per centum of methane.

The substance of Petitioner's state-
ment Is as follows:

1, Petitioner is the successor as of Jan-
uary 26, 1976, -to the Coal, Iron and
Chemical Division of the United States
Pipe sud Foundry Company.

2. The No. 4 Mine was opened July
1976, by sinking three concrete-lined
shafts approximately 2,000 feef, deep to
the Blue Creek Coal Seam. The coal seam
averages 50 inches in thickness and the
cover ranges from 1,800 to 2,300 feet.

3. The Petitioner’s mining projections
include four three-entry mains, devel-
oped on 150-foot centers due to the
extreme depth and limitations of the
pillar sizes. Longwall panels will be de-
veloped on a three-enfry system also
with the same center distances as mains.
This number/of entries and mains can-
not be increased due to the mine design
limitations and inherent. roof stability
problems which would create greater
hazards for the miners.

4. The Blue Creek Coal Seam contains
large quaritities of methane. The porosity
of the seam is quite high and the
permeability of the seam is low. US.
Bureau of Mine officials have estimated
the gas entrapment to exceed 450 cubie
feet of methane per ton of coal. This
condition requires large volumes of air to
dilute and remove these large quantities
of methane from the working faces and
the mine after mining. The high rate of
methane liberation dictates that the Pe-
titioner have, at certain times, as much
as 20,000 cubic feet of air per minute to
dilute and render harmless the gas,
whereas the Act only requires 3,000 cubie
feet of air per minute.

5. The No. 4 Mine is in the shaft con~
nection stage and therefore has exposed
little area for methane liberation.
Methane Hberation may be as high as

6,000,000-9,000,000 cubic feet of methane
in a 24-hour period when full production
is achieved. ‘

6. Because of the quantity of air needed
to ventilate each working place, ex-
tremely large quantities of air are needed
to operate each section. The Peti-
tioner will seek to obtain an exception to
§ '75.327-1 which limits the velocity of air
on trolley haulage entries to no greater
than 250 feet per minute, However, due
to the large number of future sections
and track branches, the intake capacity
of the track entries for section use is
severely limited, leaving only one entry
for intake air.

7. The entries used for return, intake

and belt haulage are separated by per-

N

NOTICES

manent type stoppings as required by 30
CFR '75.326. The intake escapeway will
be separated from trolley haulage and
belt haulage as required by 30 CFR
75.1707. Currently the trolley haulage
entry must be separated from the belt
‘haulage entry because of 30 CFR 75.326.
‘Petitioner alleges that experience at
other mines in the area has indicated
that limitations of velocity on the belt

.entry creates risks of pockets of methane

in dead air spaces in the area of belt
entries,

8. Because of the foregomg, the Peti-
tioner has determined thatf application

of the above-quoted mandatory safety

standard at the Petitioner’s mine has re~
sulted in a diminution of safety to the
miners in the mine. Petitioner proposes
an alternative method which will better
achieve the purposes sought to be gained
by such standard, which alternative
method will at all times guarantee no

less than the same measure’of protection

that would be afforded the miners by the
application of such standards. Such
alternative method is as follows:

(a) Petitioner will in lien of 30 CFR
75.326 utilize its belt entries as intake
air entries. Such intake air entries will
be in addition to the regular zntake air
entries.

(b) The belt haulage entries used as
intake air entries will be isolated from
other intake air entries and return
entries by the erection of permanent
stoppings. This practice will maintain an
escapeway ventilated with intake airand
separated from the belt entries and
trolley haulage eniries pursuant to pro-
visions of 30 CFR75.1707.

(¢) Petitioner will continue o use ap-
proved flame-resistant belts in its bélt
haulage entries, provide each belt drive
with an automatic deluge system and fire
sensor devices at 125-foot intervals along
these belt haulage entries, provide high
pressure water lines along these belb

-haulage enfries and outlets at 300-foob

intervals along these lines and provide
fire hoses, nozzles and other fittings at
strategic locations. Petitioner will also
provide other safeguards when necessary
to conirol dust and prevent mine fires.

(@) Petitioner will install on all belt
entmes used for intake air a type of car-

monoxide detection system that is
1zed by others in the mining industry
under the supervision of MESA,

9, The alternative method set forfh
hereinabove will provide no less thah the
same measure of protection to the miners
at Petitioner’s Blue Creek No. 4 bline
than fthat sought to be afforded by 30
CFR 75.326.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

“Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or béfore January 3,
1977. Such requesis or comments must

be filed with the Office of Hearings and

Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S, Depart~
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203, Copies

L.

-

N

of the petition wre available for Inspec«
tion at that address,

JaMmEs R. RICHARDS,
_ Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

NoveMBER 22, 1976.
[FR D0c.76-35403 Filed 12-1-76;8:456 am|

. [Docket No. M 76X700]
JONES AND LAUGHLIN STEEL CORP.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard »

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of secfion 301
(e) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(»
(1970), Jones and Laughlin Steel Corp,,
has ﬁled a petition to modify the appli-
cation of 30 CFR 75.305 to its Vesta No.
5 Mine, located in Washington County,
Pennsylvania.

30 CFR 75.305 provides:

In addftion to the preshift and daily ox«
aminations required by this Subpart D, es-
aminstions for hazardous conditions, includ-
ing tests for methane, and for compliance
with the mandatory health or safety stand-
ards, shall be made at least once each wook
by a certified person designated by the opera-
tor in the return of each split of air where it
enters the main return, on pillar fally, at
seals, In the main return, at least ono entry
of each intake and return sircowrse in its
entirety, idle workings, and, insofar ag safety
considerations permit, abandoned arens. Such
weekly examinations need not be made dur-
ing any week in which the mine is idlo for
the entire weel, except that such examina«
tion shall be made before any other miner
returns to the mine. The person making suoh
examinations and tests shall place hig inftialy
and the date and time at the places ox«
amined, and if any hazardous condition s
found, such conditfon shall be reported to
the operator promptly. Any hazardous con-
dition shall be corrected immediately, If such
condition creates an imminent danger, the
operator shall withdraw all porsons from the
area, except those persons referred to in goo-
tion 104(d) of the Act, until suoh danger
is abated. A record of these exominations,
tests, and actions taken shall be rocorded In
ink or indelible pencil in & ‘book approved
by the Secretary kept for such purpose in an
area on the surface of tho mine choson by
the mine operator to minimize the dangor of
destruction by fire or other hazard, and the
record shall be open for inspection by inter<
ested persons.

The substance of Petitioner’s state«’
ment is as follows:

1. The mandatory safety standard of
which Petitioner seeks a modification i
30 CFR 75.305 as applied to the retiin
air entries of the mine between Kefover
Shaft and 43 Face-41 Face of the mine.

2. Petitioner feels that weekly exami-
nation of the return air entries, required
by 30 CFR '75.305, constitutes a signifi«
cant hazard to the safety and lives of
miners.

3. The subject return entries were de~
veloped approximately 25 years ago. Over
the years, timbers have deteriorated and
considerable spoiling has ocourred
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around roof bolts and steel posts origi~
nally placed during the mining oycle.
Today there are numerous roof falls and
considerable wall spoiling. The return air
entries are located in non-coal producing
areas of the mine.

4. The area of the mine subject to this
Petition is adjacent to the area con-~
sidered in Jones & Laughlin Steel Corpo-
ration, Vesta-Shannopin Coal Division v.
Mining Enforcement and Safety Admin-
istration, Petition for Modification,
Docket No, M 757,

5, Petitioner proposes to install air

. monitoring stations for the purpose of
determining air flow and content of
-methane in the return air enfries, as a

~means of guaranteeing that no less pro~
tection is afforded to miners in the mine
than would be the case if the examinas
tions required under 30 CFR 75.305 were
conducted.

6. Petitioner is prepared to comply with
the conditions set forth in the decisionin
the referenced Docket M T75-7.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMIMENIS

Persons interested in this pefition may
request 3 hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,

_1977. Such requests or comments must be
filed 'with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule~
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies
of the petition are avsilable for inspec~
tion at that address.

JamEes R. RICHARDS,
Director, Office of
Hearings and Appeals.
@:ovznng’zz, 1976. -
° IFR Doc.76-35404 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. M 76X707]
JONES AND LAUGHLIN STEEL CORP..

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Jones and Laughlin Steel Cor-
poration has filed a petition to modify
the application of 30 CFR 75.1405 to its
Shannopin. Mine, located in Greene

- County, Pennsylvania.
" 80 CFR-75.1405 provides:

All haulage equipment acquired by an op-
erator of & coal mine on or after Aarch 30,
1971, shall be equipped with aultomatic cou~

~ plers which couple by impact and uncouple
without the necessity of persons. going bhe-
tween the ends of such equipment. All haul~
age eguipment without automantic couplers
in use in 8 mine on March 30, 1970, shall
also be so equipped within four years after
. .March. 30, 1970, . .

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows:

1. In the operaiton of the mine, two
sets of mine rail cars are used for spe-
cific uniqgue-purposes. These sets of mine
rail cars are used in mine operations
for limited purposes and restricted
conditions.

NOTICES

2. The mine has o seb of rail ears de-
siemed specifically for the purpose of 30
CFR. '75.1305 consisting of a powder car,
o detonator car and & tamping material
car. These cars are equipped with pin
and link couplers and are connected to
locomotives with pin and link-putomatic
bumper coupler adapters. This set of rail
cars is opernted as o unit, stored and
loaded in o surface supply yard; after
loading, two locomotives are connected to
this unit of zail cars, one at each end; the
unit of cars is then pulled into the mine,
stopped at the seversl locations where
the powder, detonafors and tamping
materials are to be unloaded and then
pulled out of the mine to be returned
to the supply yard for storage. Only ab
this point are locomotives uncoupled.
The cars are never uncoupled or recou-
pled in the mine.

3. The second set of mine rafl cars
consists of six supply ecars, each mounted
with a center swivel reck in the midpoint
of the car. Three of the cars are 6% feet
in length, the remaining three are 13
feet in length. These cars are used to
transport materials such as track rail
up to 39 feet in length, pipe up to 20 feek
in length, tampers up to 18 feet in length,
steel beams up to 20 feet in,length and
other similar material tco long to be
mounted on single cars for safe opera~
tion on mine track. In order to obtain
sufficient length between the swivel
mounted racks for safe transportation
upon mine track, extension dravw bars are
used to separate the rail cars. Bars of 5-
foot and 15-foot length are used. The
swivel rack mounted rall cars are
equipped with pin snd link couplers.
Draw bars cannot be used with auto-
matic couplers. The supply rafl cars are
loaded in a surface supply yard, pulled
into the mine by locomotives connected
with pin ond link-gutomatic coupler
adapters and are parked in the mine in
areas adiacent to where the supplies will
be used. Frequently the locomotives are
uncoupled from the cars at these parking
locations where the cars will remain un-
til the supplies have been used or un-
joaded. Under any circumstances these
cars are not subiected to coupling and
uncoupling on o routine day-to-day
hasis.

4. In view of the foregoing, it Is the
position of Petitioner that the two dif-
ferent szets of rafl cars described above
are not cars which are regularly coupled
and uncoupled and, therefore, Petitioner
seeks a determination that these sets of
rail cars are not subject to the standard
of 30 CFR 75.1405.

5, 'The mandatory safety stendard of
which Petitioner seeks a medification, If
the determination requested in para-
graph 4 above is denied, Is 30 CFR 15.~
1405 as it is applied to the two sets of
rail cars.

6. Petitioner believes that under the
specialized operational practice and the
limited use made of the two sels of rail
cars at the mine, that the absence of
automatic coupling devices does nob con-
stitute an additional hazard to employ-
ees in the mine. Speclfically it Is pointed
ogxt that in the case of povwder, detonator

32915

and tamping cars, the only coupling
which takes place is between the end
cars of the unit and the locomotives, in
which case the pin and link and adapter
coupling equipment provides sufficient
latitude that it Is nob necessary for the
car or lacomotive to be moved to accom-
plish coupling and, therefore, there is
1o risk incwrred by an employee stepping
between the car and the locomofive to
effect the coupling. The same Is frue in
the caSe of the toupling betwezn the
supply cars and the locomotive. In the
cace of coupling between supply car-
draw bar-supply car, the cars are inten~
tionally maintained at sufficient distance
to permit the introduction of the draw
bar bebween them and, thus, there is
Hittle if any danger of an employee being
trapped bebween these cars.

%. It i Petitioner’s position that the
specific equipment referred to in this Pe-
titfon and the method of operating that
equipment affords miners no-less a
measure of protection than the use of
automatic couplers in normal rail car
operations and, therefore, this petition
for medificatlon of mandatory sa2fety
standard 20 CFR 751405 should k=2
granted. -

ReqQues? ror Heanuic on COlnIENTS

Persons interested in this petition mav
request a hearing on the pefition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3.
1977. Such requests or comments must be
filed with the Office of Hearings and Ap-
peals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies
of the petition are available for inspac-
tion at that address.

Jares R. RICEARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Novemaoer 22, 1976.
[FR Da2/76-35405 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Dached MNo. DX T6RT01]
MID-CONTINENT COAL AND COKE CO.

Petition for Modification of Application ¢f
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice i3 hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 201
(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health end
Safety Act of 1963, 30 US.C. 86l
€1970), Mid-Continenf Ceoal and Coke
Company has filed 2 pefition {o modify
the application of 30 CFR T7.215¢m! io
its Duteh Creek No. 1, Duich Cresk Neo. 2.
L. S. Wood No. 3, and Bear Creel: 0. ¢
Mines, all located im Pitkin County,
Calorado,

30 CFR 77.215(h) provides:

() Aftcr October 31, 1973, new reluse
piles and additions to esisting refuse pilzs,
chall bo constructed In compocted Ioyers not
excecding 2 feet in thickmess and shall not
have any slopo esceeding 2 horizontal fo 1
vertical (cpproxzimately 27°) except thot the
Pistrict 2apager may approve construction
of o refute plio In compacted Iayers exczed-
inm 2 feet in thiclmers and with slopes ex~
cceding 27° where engineering data sukstan~
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tiates that a minimum safety factor of-1.5
for the refuse pile will be att&ined.

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows:

1. These mines are situated at mean
ses, level elevations of approximately
10,000 £t, on the downslope of the easterly
slope of Huntsman Ridge, a natural
geologic formation which forms the west-
erly boundary of the Coal Creek drain-
age and, in part, the political boundary ~
between Pitkin and Gunnison Counties,
‘State of Colorado.

2. Each of the refuse piles is a “Non-
Impounding, Type IV, Ridge Dump” fa-
cility resulting from the discharge of
trommel screen reject material. Narra-
tive reports describing each of the facil-
ities, respectively, are attached to this
petition, which reports have been pre-
viously furnished to MESA*

3. The reject material discharges are |

downslope from the actual mine site
working areas and upon the natural ter-
rain slope which exceeds the ratio of 2-
feet horizontal to 1-foot vertical (2:1, or
approximately 27° of slope). The natural
terrain slopes (and the consequent re-
pose of the refuse discharges) are quite
severe and approach a ratio of 2-feet
horizontal to 1.5-fqet vertical (2:1.5, or
approximately 40° of slope, more or less).

4. Because of the steep terrain and
severe winter snow conditions which
exist approximately 6 months of - the
year, actual mine site working areas are
limited and make conventional refuse
pilings at the immediate mine site work-
ing areas impractical. Evea if .conven-
tional refuse piles at the mine site work-~
ing areas, or as they might be expanded,
could be accommodated, it is believed
that these would be more hazardous to
miners than the present refuse piles, be-
cause: N

(a) Expanded sites would increase the
danger from avalanche during winter
months to miners in the proximity of
the refuse pile;

(h) Transport of the reject material
would entail the handling and movement

of reject material down existing haul

roads; this would result in a substantial
increase in the volume of heavy truck
traffic on-high mountain roads and would
increase accident probability, particu-
larly during winter months when snow
and icy road conditions are present;s and

(¢) The severe restrictions imposed by -
terrain and boundaries of land owner-
ship do not permit the establishment of
a downhill, central refuse pile except at
locations which would tend to be im-
pounding and potentially more danger-
ous than the present refuse piles.

5. The present refuse piles, because of
terrain considerations and climatic con-
ditions, present less .of a hazard than
those of the type and conformation con-
templated by the regulation because:

.(a) The present refuse discharges are
downslope and away from the actual

1 The enclosed reports are available for in-
spection at the address iisted in the last
paragraph of this notice.

NOTICES

mine Working areas frequenied by
miners.

(b) No access (except; on foot for sub-
stantial distances) is available to the
areas of refuse discharge other than at
the very top or crest of the discharge
slopes.

“(¢) Access to the overall area of .the
mine operations and partwula.rly the
areas of refuse discharge is controlled
by Mid-Continent.

(d) The refuse discharges are in the
very headwaters of part of the Coal creek
drainage and are so situated as to avoid
significant encroachment upon natural
streams or regular tributaries to streams;
the coarse rature of the refuse material,
the surrounding topography, and the hy-
draulic gradient preclude the retention
and impoundment of water resulting
from snowmelt or run-off.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must be
filed with the Office of Hearings and Ap-
peals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies
of the petition are available for inspec-
tion at that address.

JAaMES R. RICHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

NOVEMBER 22, 1976. ,
[FR Doc.76-35406 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

.[Docket No. M 76X708] .
"MID-CONTINENT COAL AND COKE CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notlce is hereby glven that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Mid-Continent Coal and Coke
Company has filed a petition to modify
the application of 30 CFR 77.215(h) to
its Coal Basin No. 5 Mine, located in
Pitkin Count¥®, Colorado.

30 CFR 77.215(h) provides:

(h) After October 31, 1975 new refuse piles
and additions to existing refuse piles, shall
be constructed in compacted layers not ex-
ceeding 2 feet in thickness and shall not
have any ‘slope exceeding 2 horizontal to 1
vertical (approximately 27°) except that the
District Manager may approve construction
of a refuse pile in compacted layers exceed-
ing-2 feet in thickness and with slopes ex-
ceeding 27° where engireering data substan-
tiates that a minimum safety factor of 1.6

‘for the refuse pile will be attained.

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows:

1. This mine is situated at a mean sea
level elevation of approximately 9,500
feet, near the toe of the easterly slope of
Huntsman Ridge, a natural geologic
formation which forms the westerly
boundary of the Coal Creek drainage,
and, in part, the political’ boundary be-
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twéen Pitkin and Gunnison Counties,
State of Colorado. .

2. The refuse pile is & non-impounding
facility resulting from the discharge of
trommel screen reject material. A nar«
rative report describing this facllity iz
attached to this petition which report
has been previously furnished to MESA.!

3. Since the preparation of the at-
tached report, several significant modi-
fications have been made and practices
initigted with respect to this refuse pile:

(a) The unnamed tributary to Coal
Creek previously was proximate to the
refuse pile has been relocated away from
the refuse pile by the construction of a
dike, upstream from the refuse pile,
which diverts the tributary into an egist-
ing, old channel of the tributary.

(b) The conformation of the refuse
pile has been remade with hegvy equip«
ment, and the toe of the slope of the
refuse pile has been armoured or rip-
rapped with boulders to add to' its
stability.

(c) Wood, papers, oil cans and fra<h
are being removed from the refuse pile
as practicable.

4. Because of winter snow conditions
compaction of the refuse pile is not prac-
ticable; attempts at compaction during
winter months would resulf in snow being
introduced into the refuse pile and would
jeopardize the otherwise inherent stabil-
ity of the pile.

5. Because of the loca.tion of the refyse
pile in the bottom of a canyon, natural
snow accumulations are added to by wind
drifts scoured from nearby slopes and
deposited on the refuse pile; the result«
ing snow accumulations are substantial
as the winter months progress.

6. A safer practice would be to permit
uncompacted accumulations during the
winter months, and in the spring after
the winter snows have abated, to exam-
ine the pile and then to reconform the
refuse pile in accordance with proper
safety standards. Because of the size of
the reject material which goes into the
refuse pile, and because of its coarse
nature, the discharge of runoff from
snow-melt can be accomplished without
dangerous accumulations in the uncom-
pacted material.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fut~

. nish comments on or before January 3,

1977. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule~
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Coples
of the petition are available for inspec-
tion at that address.

{ JaMES R, Ricmarnd,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.
NOVEMBER 22, 1976.

[FR Doc76-35407 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 nm]

1The enclosed nairative report i3 avallable
for Inspection at the address listod in the
last paragraph of this notice.
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[Docket No. M 76X705]
PERMAC, INC.

“ f’etition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301(c)
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Permagc, Inc., has filed a petition

- to modify the application of 30 CFR
T7.214(2) to its Permag, Inc., Preparation

Plant No. 1, located in Buchanan County,

30 CFR 77.214(a) provides:
Refuse piles constructed on or after July 1,
1971, shall be located in areas which are a
* safe distance from all underground mine afr-
shafts, preparation plants, tipples, or other
surface installations and such piles shall
not be located over abandoned openings or
steamlines. . ~

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
mentis as follows: .
© 1. Petitioner proposes to seal the Hess
& Hale Coal Company Mine No. 5, which
has three openings, and the H. & B. Coal
Company Mine No. 6, which has two

openings, for use as a refuse disposal area -

for its Preparation'Plant No. 1. Permac,
Inec., has surveyed other optional sites
- within a reasonable haulage distance of
its preparation plant and believes this
-site to be the best location from hoth an
- environmental and safety standpoint. -
2. In sealing these mine openings,
Petitioner proposes to remove from the
mine openings any mud, debris, etc., that
might obstruct flow from the mine. A 6-

. inch steel pipe (0.1-inch thickness) will
be placed in the mine opening and in
stuch a manner as to keep the pipe from
clogging with any debris which may flow
out of the mine interior. The pipe will
extend approximately 10 feet into the
mine. Stone will then be placed in the
mine opening. This stone will be of 4 by
12-inch material with a fines content,
upon .visual inspection, of less than 15
percent. The stone will be placed into
the mine opening to an approximate
-depth of 5 feet into the mine interior and
compacted as much as possible. This
stone will also act as support for the
mine opening and protection for the
drainage pipe. The opening will then be
“covered with a 2-foot thickness of im-
pervious and noncombustible material,
such as clay, to a height of 3 feet over
the roof of the opening. The 6-inch pipe

. will extend -approximately 30 feet from
the mine opening where it will then drain
into and through the filter blanket sys-
tem of the refuse pile. All pipe connec-
tions or bends will be either of water-
tight weld connections or mechanical
gasket-type joints. The pipe will be

".. sloped from the mine-openings so as to

allow it to drain freely.
3. The two mines are located in the
~ Red Ash seam and have been driven or
advanced against the natural grade or
- dip of the coal seam; thus drainage from
within the mine is cutward toward the
mine openings. The Hess & Hale Coal
Co. Mine No. 5 has been inactive since
February 1969, and the H. & B. Coal Co.

_~Mine No. 6 has bheen inactive since

NOTICES

February 1959. Neither mine 15 inter-
connected with another mine or mines.
Pillars have been partially removed from
the Hess & Hale Coal Co. Mine No. 5, but
that is not expected to create an adverse
drainage situation. Mine maps of the aren
are available and can be furnished upon
request. . ) i

4. Enclosed is a cross-cectional din-
gram of a typical sealed mine opening.?

5. Petitioner submits that the waiver
of the foregoing brovision of the resula-
tions, if applied to the Petitioner’s plant,
will not create any lesser degree of safety
than is now maintained and its imple-
mentation would result in severe eco-
nomic hardship to the Petitoner.

REQUEST FOR HEARING oR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearlngs and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.8. Depart-~
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203,
Copies of the petition are available for
inspection at that address.

JAauEes R, RIcHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

NoveMBER 22, 1976.
[FR Doc76-36408 Filed 12-1-76:8:45 am}

[Docket No. ML 76X700]

PLATEAU MINING CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Plateau Mining Company has
filed a petitjon to modify the application
of 30 CFR 77.1607(x) to its Star Point
No. 1 Mine, located in Carbon County,
Utah. .

30 CFR 77.1607(x) provides:

Percons shall wear safety belts while drap-
ping railroad cars.

The substance of Petitioner's state-
ment is a5 follows:

1, It is the position of Plateau Mining
Company and of the employees whose
duty it is to handle the cars that the
safety belts are much more of o hazard
than they are a protective device.

2. The car-handling facilitles of Pla-
teau Mining Company are on a 4-percent
grade. The length of run from the empty
storage yard to the tipple is some 1,200
feet. The run of g loaded car is around
1,400 feet. This places a car handler in
a dangerous position when dropping cars
if he has a brake faflure.

3. Since the majority of the rail cars
that we must load are old, angd the rail-
roads must use what cars are available,
we have had many brake failure, As it is

2The enclosed diagram is available for in-
spection at the address listed in the last
paragraph of this notice.

«
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o -

Plateau’s policy that cars are never

dropped singly but elways in pairs, and

the brakes are tested as quickly as pos-

sible after the cars are rolling, we have

1}mlted the number of runavways to a very
€.

4. The safety belt adds a danger to the
car dropper, slowing dovm his reaction
time to a brake failure. He cannob get
off the lead car s quickly to catch and
apply the brakes of the second car. The
belt also adds a danger in that it tends to
become entangled with the car ladders,
posing the hozard of literally hanging the
dropper from the side of the ear. Time is
the factor in whether the dropper can
reb off the car while it is still moving
slovly enough. At a 4-percent grade a
car will build up in a matter of seconds
to a speed that will prevent 2 man from
getting off. I 2 man were fo ride a in-
away car to the tipple or to impact with
the loaded cars, it would certainly kil or
severely injure him.

5. At the speeds of a 4-percent grade
and a run of 1,200 to 1,400 feet, rail cars
are destroyed or jump off the track. The
least that happens is an impact so severe
that the coal heaped above the car sides
is completely unloaded onto the other
cars, dovn to or below the sides of the
cars,

6. The new 100-ton rail cars present a
new danger to the car dropper if he must
wear a safety belt. The brake position is
bulilt in such 2 manner that the ear dron-
per cannot see the track from the deck.
If he must strap himself to the ear he
cannot see any object that may be in the
way.

7. The danzer of a man falling from
the car 1s very slight. The brake position
is provided with a large deck and there
are enouch well-spaced hand holds to
enable the dropper to ride the earin a
comfortable position. The ladders are
well built and placed so that the dropper
can easily move up and down without
any awkward positions.

8. By dropping the cars in pairs, not
allowing an inexperienced man to drop
2 car without an experienced man on
the second car and always testing the
brakes as soon as possible after the car
Is moving, serjous injuries resulting from
a brake failure can be eliminated.

REQUEST FOR HEARTNG OR COMTIENTS
Persons interested in this petition may
requests a hearing on the petition or fur-

nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must

be filed with the Office of Hearings and

Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-

ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-

vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of

the petition are available for inspection

at that address.

Jaxres R. RicHARDS,

Dtrector, Office of

Hearings and Appeals.

Novemser 22, 1976,

[PR Doc.70-35409 Pled 12-1-76:8:45 am]
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{Docket No. M 78X697]

SCOTTS BRANCH CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
IMandatory Safety Standard

Notcie is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301 (c)
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861l(e)
(1970, Scotts Branch Company has
filed 2. petition to modify the application
of 30 CFR '75.326 to its Scotts Branch
Mine, located in Pike County, Kentucky.

30 CFR '75.326 provides in pertinent
part: N

In any coal mine opencd after March 30,
1970, the entries used as intake and return
air courses shall be separated from belt
haulage entrles, and each operator of such
mine shall limit the. velocity of the alr
_ coursed through belt haulage entries to the

amount necessary to provide an adeguate

supply of oxygen in such entries, and to in-

sure that the air therein shall contain less

than 1.0 volume per centum of;methane, and

such alr shall not be used to ventilate active
* working places, ¢ * ¢

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows: 1. The coalbed of the
Scotts Branch Mine lies below drainage,
“i,e.,” below the water table, and the op-
erator is in the process of gaining access
to said coalbed (the Pond Creek of Lower
Elkhorn Seam) by the shaft and slope
method.

2, In lieu of the mandatory standard,
the operator proposes to provide ventila-
tion on a temporary basis and only in the
initial phase of gaining access to the
coalbed by separating intake and refurn
air courses in the belt haulage. entry
(slope) . The proposed method, involving,
two phases or steps, is set forth on white
print sketches attached hereto and made
a part hereof as Exhibits A, B and C
showing, respectively, the “Initial” (pres-
ent) stage and “Step 1” and “Step 2” of
the Development and Ventilation Plan.
A white print sketch of the Portal Eleva-
tion .of the Ventilation Plan is also at-
tached to and made a part of this peti-
tion as Exhibit D.

3. In connection with the alternate
method, the operator will:

(a) Continuously monitor the methane
content of the air and will immediately
shut off all underground power circuits
when methane content reaches 0.75
percent; .

(b) Maintain a twice-per-shift inspec-
tion of the belt by certified personnel;
and

(¢) Provide for distribution of rock
dust’so that the incombustible content of
the combined coal dust, rock dust and
other dust in the return air course shall
be no less than 80 percent and, in case of
the presence of methane, such minimum
per centum shall be increased af the rate
of 0.4 percent for each 0.1 percent of
methane.

4, The alternate method will at all
times guarantee no less than the same

7

1The enclosed Exhibits are available for
inspection at the address listed in the last
paragraph of this notice.
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measure of protection afforded the min-
ers at the affected mine by the manda-
tory standard for .the following reasons:

(a) The velocity of the ventilation air
current at the working faces can and will
be maintained at a consistently higher
level than would be provided by strict
cogxpliazlce with the mandatory stand-
ard.

(b) The plan will provide a larger
working area for personnel, supplies and
haulage equipment at the bottom of the
slope than would be available at the bot-
tom of the shaft.

{c) Transporting personnel, supplies
and equipment on the slope xvill be less
hazardous than installing a temporary
means of hoisting at the shaft.

(d) TUnder the proposed alternate
method, means of eScape for personnel

in emergencies will-be provided that will

not only be safer and faster than that
provided only by the shaft, but, in addi-
tion, two separate means of escape will
thereby be available,

(e) Extraction of the coal will be ex-
pedited and, therefore, the period before
the entries are connected underground
(and conventional ventilation is
achieved) will be reduced.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMIIENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish. comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies
of the petition are available for inspec-
tion at that address. )

JaMES R. RICHARDS,
Director, Office of
Hearings and Appeuls.

NOVEMBER 22, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-35410 Filed 12-1776:8:45 am]

[Docket No. M 76-561]
SMITH COAL CO.

Petition for Modification. of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301(¢)
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, .30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Smith Coal Company has filed &
petition to modify the application of 30
CFR 75.1710 to its No. 1A Mine, located
in Letcher County, Kentucky.

30 CFR 75.1710 provides:

An authorized representative of the Sec-
retary may require in any coal mine where
the height of the coalbed permits that elec~
tric face equipment, including shuttle cars,
be provided with substantially constructed
canopies, or cabs, to protect the miners oper-~
ating such equipment from roof falls and
from rib and face rolls,

A time schedule by which all mines

-must comply with § 75.1710 is specified

by 30 CFR 75.1710-1(a) which provides:

(a) Except as provided in paragraph (f)
of this section, all self-propelled electric

face equipment, including shuttle cars, whioh
is employed in the active workinyd of euch
underground coal mino on and after Jonu-

< ary 1, 1973, shall, in accordance with theo

schedule of time speclfied in subparagraphg
(1), (2), (3), (4), (5), and (6) of thiy para-
graph (a), be equipped with substantinlly
constructed canopies or cabz, lecated and in-~
stalled {n such & manner that whon the op-
erator is at tho operating controls of such
equipment he shall be protected from folly
of roof, face, or rib, or from rib and faco xoll4
The requirements of thig paracraph  (a)
shall be met as follows:

(1) On and after January 1, 1074, in coxl
mines having mining helghts of 72 inchey ot
more; '

(2) On and after July 1, 1974, in coal mines
having mining helghts of 60 inches or more,
but less than 72 inches;

(3) On and after January 1, 1975, in coal
mines having mining helghts of 48 inches or
more, but less than 60 inches;

(4) On and after July 1, 1075, in coal mincy
having mining helghts of 36 inches or mere,
but less than 48 inches;

() (1) On and after January 1, 1076, in
coal mines having mining heights of 30
inches or more, but less than 36 inchea.

(iiy On and after July 1, 1977, in coal mines
having mining heights of 24 inched or moro,
but less than 30 inches, and

(6) On and after July 1, 1978, in conl mined
having mining heights of less than 24 inchey

The substance of Petitioner's stato«
ment is as follows:

1. Petitioner feelg that installing can-
opies on the haulage equipment in thix
mine would create a hazard to the equip-
ment operators.

2. Petitioner’s haulage equipment con-
sists of one S&S battery motor which Is
28 inches in height, and one Kersey bit-
tery motor which Is also 28 inches in
height.

3. The No. 1A Mine is in the No. 4 seam
which ranges from 30 to 34 incheg in
height. Petitioner is constantly running
into ascending and descending grades in
this seam, resulting in dips in the coal-
bed. Installation of canoples on the
equipment limits the vislon of the oper-
ators of the equipment, creating a haz-
ard to them as well as to the other em~
ployees in the mine.

4. Petitioner feels that since the equip-
ment operators’ vision is limited and
since their position in the decks .is
cramped with the canopies installed, that
canopy installation could be a contribut-
ing factor in any accidents that may
arise.

REQUESJ.‘ FOR HrarING OR COLIMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request o hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must bo
filed with the Office of Hearings and Ap-
peals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interlor, 4015 Wilson Boulo~
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203, Coples
of the petition are available for inspec-
tion at that address.

© James R. RICHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeuls.

NoVEMBER 22, 1976,
[FR Doc.76-356411 Flled 12-1-76:8:45 ara}
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- [Docket No. M 76-229]
TWIN RIDGE COAL CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 86l(c)
(1970), Twin Ridge Coal Company has
filed & petztion to modify the application
of 30 CRF 75.1710 to its No. 2A Mine,
located in Pike County, Kentucky.

30 CRPF "75.1710 provides:

An authorized representative of the See-
rebary may require in any coal mine where
the height of the coalbed permits that
electric face eguipment, including shuttle
cars, be provided with substantially con-
structed canoples, or cabs, to protect the
miners operating such equipment from roof
falls and from rib and face rolls.

A time schedule by which all mines
must comply with §75.1710 is specified
by 30 CFR 75.1710-1(2) which provides:

{a) Except as provided in paragraph (f) of
this section, all self-propelled electric face
equipment, including shuttle cars, which is
employed in the active workings of each
underground eoal mine on and afier Janu-
ary 1, 1973, shall, in accordance with the
-schedule of time specified In subparagraphl
(1), (2), (3), (4), (5), and (6) of this para-
graph (a), be equipped with substantiaily
coustructed canopies or ecabs, located and
installed in such s manner that when the
operator is at the operating controls of such
equipment he shall be protected from falls
of roof, fece, or rib, or from rib and face rolls.
The requlrexﬁents of this pmagraph {a) shall
be met as follows:

(1) On and after January 1, 1974, in coal
mines having mining helghts of 72 inches or
_more;

(2) On and after July 1, 1974, in coal
mines having mining heights of 60 Inches
or more, but less than 72 inches;

{3) On and after January 1, 1975, iIn conl
mines having mining heights of 48 inches or
more, but less than 60 inches;

{4) On and after July 1, 1975, in coal
mines having mining helghts of 36 inches or
more, but less than 48 inches;

{5} (i) On and after January 1, 1976, In
coal mines having mining heights of 30 inch~
€3 or more, but less than 36 inches,

{11} On and after July 1, 1977, in coal
mines_having mining beights of 24 inches
or more, but less than 30 inches, and

{8) On and after July 1, 1978, in coal
mines having mining heighis of less than 24
inches.

‘The. substance of Petitioner’s state-

ment is as follows: 1. Petitioner feels

that installing canopies on the haulage
equipment in this mine would create a
hazard to the equipment operators.

2. Petitioner’s haulage equipment con~
-sists of one 14 Joy loading machineé, one
spinner loader, two Mescher tractors,
one Kersey tractor, and one Paul’s Re-
pair Shop roof bolting machine.

3. The No. 2A Mine is in the Lower
Elkhorn seam which ranges from 33 to
48 inches in height, Petitioner is con-
stantly running into ascending and de-
scending grades in this seam, resulting
ih dips in the coalbed. As a result of
these dips, the canopies have to be in-
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stalled in such a manner as to prevent
the canopies from striking the roof and
possibly destroying roof support. Instal-
lation of ‘canopies on the equipment al-
lows only o 23-inch vertical operating
compartment which Imits the vision of
the operators of the equipment, creating
a hazard to them as well as to the other
employees in the mine.

4, Petitioner feels that since the equip-
ment operators’ vision is lMmited and
since their position in the decks is
cramped with the canoples installed,
that canopy installation could be a con~
tributing factor In any accidents thaot
may arise.

Requrst ror HEARMG OR COLTIERTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1971. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S, Depart-
ment of the Interlor, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Coples
of the petition are available for in-peoc-
tion at that address.

JanEs R. RIcEAnDS,
Dircetor, Ofiice of
Hearings ard Appeals.
Novenser 23, 19%6.

[FR Doe.76-35412 Filca 12 1-76,8-4% am}

{Docket No, M 76X053)
VIRGINIA PDCAHOggAS NO. 5 MINING

Petition for MNodification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health
and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Virginia Pocahontas No. 5 Mining
Company has filed a petition to modify
the application of 30 CFR 75.326 to its
Virginia Pocchontas No. 5 Mine, located

n Buchanen County, Virginia,

30 CFR 75.326 provides:

In any coal mine ‘opencd after Xfarch 30,
1970, the entries uced o3 intake and return
air courses shall bo ceparated from belt
haulage entries, and each operator of cuch
mine shall limit the velocity of the aofr
coursed through belt haulage entries to the
smount nececsary 1o provide an edequate
supply of oxygen in such entricy, and to in-
sure that the afr thercin ghall contaln less
than 1.0 volnme per centum of methane,
and such air shall not be uced to ventilate
aeotive working placca. Whengver an author-
Ized representative of the Ecerciary findg, in
the cace of any coal mine opened on or prior
to March 30, 1970, which has been developed
with more than two entries, thot the con-
ditions in the entries, other than beit haul~
age entries, are such £3 to permit adequately
the coursing of Intake or return alr through
such entries, (a) the belt baulsge entrics
shall not be used to ventilate, unless such
entrics are nccessary to ventilate, active
rorking places, and (b) when the belt haul-
age entrles are not necezsary to ventilate the
active working places, tho operator of such
mine shall Bmit the velocity of the alr
coursed through the belt haulage entries to

32919

the amouat nezcczary to provide an adeguate
cupply of oxyzen In such entries and to in-
cure that the alr therein ghall contain less
than 1.0 volume per centum of methane.

The substance of Petitioner's siate-
ment is as follows:

1. This mine, like its five predecessors,
Beatrice, Virginia Poeahontas No. 1, Vir-
ginia Pocahontas No. 2, Virginla Poca-
hontas No. 3 and Virginia Pocahontas
No. 4, in the Pocahontas No. 3 Seam in
Buchanan County hos bezn designed on
the basls of two active longwall sections
and necessary supporting continuous
miner sections for development and cozl
and rock transportation by a track haul-
age system. The mine develcpment is
currently proceeding toward conmecting
the entries between alr, man and supply,
and skip chafts.

2, Large quantities of methane gas in
the coalbed and adjacert strata are fore-
seen for the pronosed mine based on the
experience of the other mines. Thus,
large volumes of air and supplementary
vertical ventilation gob drainage holes
will be required to dilute and earry away
the large amounts of methane expected
to be lherated.

3. Inherent roof conditions and a
maximum overburden of 2,600 feet places
strict Hmitations on the number of ai-
ways or entries that can be safely driven,
so that multipurpose use of 2ll entries
can be provided wnder the best known
and accepted desizn parameters.

4. Petitioner’s proposal is that doutle
split face ventilation with each operatin
(mininy or roof bolting) will be con-
ducted on a separate split of air. This
system has been utitized successfully
since the first mine in this area was
opened in 1964. The method and/or sys-
tem has had the approval of Federal and
State inspection sgencies and mine em-
ployees for the Beatrice, Virginia Paca~
hontas No. 1, Virginia Pocahontas No. 2.
and Virginie Pocahontas No. 3 Mines,
For the Virginia Pacazhontas No. 4 Idine
the same system of operation has been
approved on the basis of a Joint Stipula-
tion contained in the Petition for 2Jedi~
fication of Island Creek Coal Company,
Dockeb No. LI 73-15, whereby a carbon
monoxide detection system was installed
by MESA for investizative and testing
purposes on all sections with UMWA and
company cooperation and assistance.

§. For this new Virginia Pocahontas
No. 5 Mine, Virginia Pocahontas No. 5
Mining Company hereby submits a Peti-
tion for Medification of the anpleation
of section 303(y) (1) of the Federal Coal
Miné Health and Safety Act of 1969 aud
30 CFR 75.326 to allow similay minin
operations consistent with those con-
ducted in the above-mentioned mines
tegether with the installation of a Col-
lins MCM-101 communication and moni-
toring system. A complete plan and ex-
planation of the proposed system of op-
eration is enclozed.?

*Theo enclozed plan 13 available for incpec~
tion at the address listed In the last paro-
groph of this notice.

-
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REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or hefore January 3,
1977, Such requests or commenés must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. De-
partment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginis 22203.
Copies of the petition are available for
inspection at that address.

James R, RICHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Novemser 22, 1876.
IFR Doc.76-35413 Filed 12-1-76:8:45 am]

[Docket No. M 76X690]
VIRGINIA POCAHOgg’AS NO. 5 MINING

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health
and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861
(c) (1970, Virginia Pocshontas No. 5
Mining Company hes filed a pefition to
modify the application of 30 CFR 75.~
1101 to its Virginia Pocahontas No. 5
l\/?r;e, located in Buchanen County, Vir-
ginia. ~

30 CFR 75.1101 provides:

Deluge-~type water sprays or foam. gener-
ators automatically actuated by rise in tem~
perature, or other no less effective means
approved by the SBecretary of controlling
fire, shall be installed at main and second-
ary belt-conveyor drives.

The substance of Petitioner's state-
ment is as follows:

1. This mine, like its five predeces-
sors, Beaftrice, Virginia Pocahontas No.
1, Virginia Pocahontas No. 2, Virginia
Pocahontas No. 3 and Virginia Pocahon-
tas Wo. 4, in the Pocahontas No, 3 Seam
in Buchanan County has been designed
on the basis of two active longwall sec~
tions and necessary supporting continu~
ous miner sections for development and
coal and rock transportation by a track
haulage system. The mine development
is eurrently proceeding toward connect-
ing the enfries between air, man and
supply and skip shafts,

2. Large quantities of methane gas in.

the coalbed and adjacent sbrata are fore-
seen for the proposed mine based on the
experience of the other mines. Thus,
large volumes of air and supplementary
vertical ventilation gob drainage holes
will be required to dilute and carry away
the large amounts of methane expected
to be liberated.

3. Inherent roof conditions and a max-
imum overburden of 2,600 feet places
strict limitations on the number of air-
ways or enfries that can be safely driven
so that multipurpose use of all entries
can be provided under the best known
and accepted design parameters.

4, Petitloner’s proposal is that double
split face verrtilation with each operation

-
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(mining or roof bolting) will be con-

-ducted on a separate split of air. This

system has been wutilized successfully
since the first mine in this area was
opened in 1964. The method and/or sys~
tem has had the approval of Federal and
State inspection agencies and mine em-~
ployees for the Beatrice, Virginia Poca~
hontas No. 1, Virginia. Pocahontas No. 2,
and Virginia Pocahontas No. 3 DMiines.
For the Virginia Pocahontas No. 4 Mine
the same system of operation has been
approved on the basis of a Joint Stipula-
tion contained in the Petition for Modifi-
cation of Island Creek Coal Company,
Docket No. M 73-15, whereby a carbon
monoxide detection system was installed
by MESA for investigative and testing
purposes on all sections with UMWA and
company cooperation and assistance.

5. For this new Virginia Pocahontas
No. 5 Mine, Virginia Pocahontas No. &
Mining Company hereby submits a Pe-
tition for Modification of the applca-
tion of section 311(f) of the Federal Coal
Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969 and
30 CFR 75,1101 fo allow similar mining
operations consistent with those con-
ducted in the above-mentioned mines
together with the installation of a Col-
lins MCM-101 communication and mon-
itoring system. A complete plan and ex-
planation of the proposed system of op-
eration’is enclosed.*

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S, Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginig 22203. Copies of
the petition are available for Inspection
ab that address.

JaMES R, RICHARDS, .
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

NovenBer 22, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-35414 Filed 12-1-76:8:45 am]

[Docket No. M 76E631]
VIRGINIA POCAHOggAS NO. 5 MINING

Petition for Modification of Application of
Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Virginia Pocahontas No. 5 Min~
ing Company has filed a petition to med-
ify the application of 30 CFR 75.1103
to its Virginia Pocahontas No, 5 Mine,
located in Buchanan County, Virginia.

30 CFR 75.1103 provides:

On or before May 29, 1870, devices shall bo
installed on all such belfs which will give a
warning automatically when a fire geours on

£

1 The enclosed plan Is avatlable for inspec-
tion at the address listed in the last para-
graph of this notice. .

-

or near such beit. The Secrotory sholl pro-
scribo o schedule for installing firo aup-
pression devices on belt haulagewnys.

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows:

1. This.mine, like its five predecessors,
Beatrice, Virginia Poeshontas No. 1, Vir-
ginia, Pocahontas No, 2, Virginia Poeg-
hontas No. 3 and Virginia Pocahontas
No. 4, in. the Pocahontas No. 3 seam in
Buchanan County has been designed on
the basis of two active longwall sections
and necessary supporting continuous
miner sections for development and coal
and rock transportation by @ trock haul~
age system. The mine development is
currently proceeding toward connecting
the entries between air, man and supply
and skip shafts.

2. Large quantities of methane gays in
the coalbed and adjacent stratn ave fore-
seen for the proposed mine based on the
experience of the other mines. Thus,
large volumes of air gnd supplementary
vertical ventilation pob drainage holes
will be required to dilute and carry away

- the large amounts of methane expected

to be Hiberated.

3. Inherent roof conditlons and o
maximum overburden of 2,600 feet placs.
strict Iimitations on the number of pir-
ways or entries thot can be safely driven
so that multipwrpose use of all entric:
can be provided wunder the best Innvn
and accepted design parameters.

4. Petitioner's proposel is that double
split face ventilation with each opera-
tion (mining or roof bolting) will be con-
ducted on a separate split of afr, This
system has been utilized successfully
since the first mine in this area was
opened in 1964. The method and/or sys«
tem has had the approval of Federal and
State inspection agencies and mine em-
ployees for the Beatrice, Virginia Poea«
hontas No. 1, Virginia Pocahontas No, 2
and Virginia Pocahontas No. 3 Mines,
For the Virginia Poeahontas No. 4 Mine
the same system of operation hag been
approved on the basis of a Joint Stipuln-
tion confained in the Petition for Modi~
fication of Islpnd Creek Conl Company,
Docket No. M 73~15, whereby & carbon
monoxide detection system was installed
by MESA for investigative and testinw
purposes on all sections with UMWA and
company cooperation and assistonce.

5. For this new Virginia Pocahontas

No. 5 Mine, Virginia Pocshontas No. 5

Mining Company hereby submits o Potl~

tion for Modification of the application
of section 311(g) of the Federal Coal
Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969 and
30 CFR 75.1103 to allow similar mining
operations consistent with those con-
ducted in the above-mentioned mines to-
gether with the installation of o Collins
MCM-101 communication and monitor-
ing system. A complete plan and expla~
nation of the proposed system of opera~
tion is enclosed.! '

1 The enclosed plan is avallablo for Ingpoo~
tion at the address listed in the 1nat pors-
graph of this notice.
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ReQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a bearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,

- 1977, Such requests or comments must be
filed with the Office of Hearings and Ap-~
peals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-

. ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule~

vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Coples of
the petition are available for inspection
at that address. -

JauEs R. RICHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appedls.
Novermser 22, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-35415 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. M 76-693]
WESTMORELAND COAL CO.

Petition for Modification of Application of
- Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord~
ance with the provisions of section 301
{c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. 861(c)
(1970), Westmoreland Coal Company
has filed a petition to modify the appli-
cation of 30 CFR 75.305 to its East Gulf
Mine, located in Raleigh County, West
Virginia. R .

Section 75305 provides, in pertinent

In addition to the preshift and dally exam~
inations required by this Subpart D, exami-
nations for hazardous conditions, including
tests for methape, and for compliance with
Jthe mandatory health or safety standards,
shall be made at least once each week by o
certified persoh designated by the operator
in * * * g% least one entry of each * * © 1e-
turn air course in its entirety ¢ » »,

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows:

1. Westmoreland requests modification
of the application of the portion of 30
CFR 75.305 set forth above with respect
to the North Mains Barrier section of its
East Gulf Mine for the reason that the
application of such standard will resulb
in a diminution of safety to the miners.

2. The North Mains Barrier section of
the East Gulf Mine consists of three
entries driven into the left barrier of the
north main for a distance of approxi-
mately 2,100 feet. The section is presently
under retrea$ toward the mouth of the
north main and will be mined out by the
spring of 1977. This working section is
well ventilated by a fan located approxi-
mately 2,900 feet in by the section. The
return air courses for this section consist
of mined-out areas. Although these re-
turn air courses are open, Petitioner feels
that they are too dangerous to be trav-
eled and inspected weekly as required
by 30 CFR 75.305. . - .

- 3. Petitioner avers that enforcement
of the pertinent portion of 30 CFR 75.305
‘to the North-Mains Barrier section of
this mine will severely diminish rather
than increase the overall safety of the
miners.
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REQUEST FOR HEARIRG OR COMMENTS

Persons Interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before January 3,
1977. Such requests or comments must he
Hled with the Office of Hearings and Ap-
peals, Hearings Division, T.S. Depart-
ment of the Interlor, 4015 Wilson Boule~
vard, Arlington, Virginias 22203. Coples
of the petition are available for inspec-
tion at that address.

JAXES R, RICHARDS,
Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Novemser 22, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-36416 Filcd 12-1-76;8:45 am]

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
Additional Routine Uges

Notice is hereby given thot the United

States International Trade Commission
+in accordance with § U.8.C. 552a(e) (11),

as added by section 3 of the Privocy Ach
of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-579), proposes to
establish the following additional “rou-
tine uses" on the system of records it
maintains on identifiable individualz,
‘The U.SIT.C. published on Septem-
ber 16, 1976, in the Feoepar RecisTon (41
FR 40045-4004T7) notice of three systems
of records which it maointcins on
individuals:

I. Employment and Finanelal Disclo-
sure Records;

II. Budgetary and Payroll-related
Records; and

I Time and Attendemce Rceords.
Notice of adoption of the proposed sys-
tems notices was published in the Frp-
ERAL REarsTER (40 FR 47978) on Octo-
ber 10, 18%5.

All other systems of records on identi-
fiable individuals maintained by the
U.S1T.C. are covered by the notices for
government-wide systems of records
published by the Civil Service Commis-
sion on August 27, 1975.

The Commissionr proposes to amend

* the Budgetary and Payroll-related Rec~
ords system by adding the following
“routine uses":

Routine uses of records maintained in
this system shall include providing a
copy of an employee’s Department of
the Treaswry Form W-2, Ware end Tax
Statement, to the State, city, or other
loeal jurisdiction which is authorized 1o
tax the employee’s compensation. The
record will be provided in accordance
with a withholding agreement between
the State, city, or otheyr furisdiction and
the Department of the Treasury pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 5516, 5517, or in the
absence thereof, pursuant to 5 U.6.C.
5516, 5517, or 5520, or in the abzence
thereof, in response to o written request
from an appropriate ofiliclal of the tax-
ing jurisdiction to the Chief of Finan-
cial Management, United States Inter-

.
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national Trade Commission 701 E Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20436. The re-
quest must include a copy of the applica~
ble statute or ordinance authorizing the
taxation of compensation and should
indicate whether the authority of the
Jurisdiction fo tax the employee is based
on place of residence, place of employ~-
ment, or both.

Pursuant to a withholding agreement
between o city and the Department of
the Treasury (5 U.S.C. 5520), copies of
executed city tax withholding certificates
shall be furnished the city in response
to o written request from an appropriate
city official to the Chief of Financial
Monasement, United Sfates Inferna-
tional Trade Commission, 701 E Street
IYW., Washington, D.C. 20436.

In the absence of a withholding agree-
ment, the social security number will be
furnished only to a taxing jurisdiction
which hos furnished this agency with
evidence of ifs independent authority to
compel dizelosure of the social security
number, in gecordance with Section 7 of
the Privacy Act, Pub. 1. 93-579.

The Commission further prepozss io
add the following appendix of “routine
uses” for 2l the systems of records which
it meintains on individuals:

In the event that a system of records
maintained by this agency to carry out
its functions Indicates a violation or
potential violation of law, whether civil,
criminal or regculatory in nature, and .
whether arising by general statute or
particular progzom statute, or by rezula-
tion, rule or order issued pursuant there- .
to, the relevant records in the system of
records may be referred, es a “routine
use,” to the appropriate agency, whether
Federal, State, local or foreien, charged
with the responsibility of investizating or
prosecuting such violation or charged
with enforcing or implementing the
statute, or rule, regulation or order issued
pursuant thereto.

A record from this system of records
moy be disclosed as a “routine use” to a
Federal, State or leeal agency maintain-
ing civil, eriminal or other pertinent in-
formation, such as cwrrent licenses, if
necessary, to obtain mformation relevant
to an agency decision concerning the
hiring or retention of any employee, the
issuonce of a security clearance, the
lettine of a contract or the fssuance of o
lcense, grant or other benefit.

A record from this system of records
miny be disclosed to a Federal agener. in
response to its request, in connection with
the hiring or retention of an employee,
the issuance of a seeurity clearance, the
reporting of an investization of an eni-
ployee, the letting of a contract, or the
Issuance of a license, grant or other
benefit by the requesting agency, fo the
extent that the information is relevant
and necessary to the requesting agenevs
decision in the matter.

A record from this system of records
may be disclosed to an authorized appeal
grievance examiner, formal complainfs
examiner, equal employment opportunity



52922

investigator, arbitrator or other duly au-
thorized official engaged in investigation
or settlement of a grievance, complaint,
or appeal filed by an émployee A record
from this system of records may be dis-
closed to the United States Civil Service
Commission in accordance with the
agency’s responsibility for evaluation
and oversight of Federal personnel
management.,

A record from this system of records
may be disclosed to officers and em-

ployees of a Federal agency for purposes -

of audit.

A record from this system of records
may be disclosed to officers and employees
of the General Services Administration
in connection with administrative serv-
ices provided to this agency under agree-
ment with GSA,

PusLic COMMENT ON ADDITIONAL
“RouTINE Uses"”

‘Written comments concerning the ad-
ditional “roufine uses” are invited from
interested persons pursuant to 5 U.S.C.

552(a) (e) (11). Comments may be pre-

sented in writing to the Office of the Sec-
retary, United States International
Trade Commission, 701 E Street NW.,,
Washington, D.C. 20436. All comments
received not later than December 15,
1976, will be considered. In the absence
of Commission action to the contrary,
the proposed “routine uses” will become
effective December 30, 1976.

Issued: November 30, 1976.
By order of the Commission. N
KenNNETH R. MASON,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-35659 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON .
ELECTRONIC FUND TRANSFERS
REVISED NOTICE OF MEETING

The National Commission on - Elec-
tronic Fund Transfers intends to con-
duct its meeting of December 3, 1976,
which was previously announced in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (41 FR 52345) in closed
session. At this meeting the Commission-
ers will discuss testimony which they
have been invited to present before the
United States Senate. The Commission
has initiated procedures to obtain a writ-
ten determination,of closing pursuant to
Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act. Inquiries should be di-
rected to Ms. Janet Miller, 202/254-7400.

Dated: December 1, 1976.

James O. Howarb, Jr.,
General Counsel

[FE Doc. 76-35750 Filed 12-1-76;11:60 am]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR

SAFEGUARDS REACTOR SAFETY STUDY

WORKING GROUP

Meeting Postponed

‘The December 8, 1976 meeting of the
ACRS Reactor Safety Study Working
Group, announced. in FR Vol. 41, Novem-
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ber 22, 1976, page 51478, has-been post-

poned to January 4, 1977 to accommo-

date the schedules of invited participants.
Dated: November 29, 1976.

Jouxn C. HoveLe,
Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

[FR Do0c.76X35440 Filed 12-1-76; 8:45 am]

<[Docket No. §50-324]
CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Issuance of Amendment to Facility
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion (the Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 22 to Fagility Operating
License No DPR-62, issued to Carolina,
Power & Light Company (the licensee),
which revised Technical Specifications
for operation of the Brunswick Steam
Electric Plant, Unit No. 2 (the facility),
located in Brunswick County, North Car~
olina. The amendment is effective as of
its date of issuance.

‘The amendment revises the 11m1tmg
conditions for operation and surveillance
requirements for safety related shock
suppressors (snubbers).

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act-of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commission’s
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chapter
I, which are set forth in the license
amendment Prior public notice of this

‘amendment was not required since the

amendment does not involve a significant
hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§51.5(d) (4) an environmental impach
statement or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need not
be prepared in connection with issuance

- of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for amend-

“ment dated October 5, 1976, (2) Amend-

ment No. 22 to License No. DPR-62, and
(3) the Commission’s related Sa.fety
Evaluation. All of these items are avail-
able for public inspection at the Com-
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717
H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. and
at the Southport Brunswick County
Library, 109 W. Moore Street, Southport,
North Carolina 28461. A copy of items
(2) and (3) may be obtained upon re-
quest addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Operating Reactors.
Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
15t day of November 1976. ’
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis~-
sion,
- A. SCHWENCER,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch #1, Division of Oper-
ating Reactors.
[FR Doc.76-35349 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am}

[Docket No. 50-324]
CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Issuance of Amendment To Facility
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Cominig«
sion (the Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 23 to Facility Operating
License No. DPR-62, issued to Carolina
Power & Light Company (the licenseo),
which revised Technical Specifications
for operation of the Brunswick Steam
Electric Plant, Unit No. 2 (the facility)
located in Brunswick County, North
Carolina. The amendment is effective ag
of its date of issuance.

This amendment reduces the operating
limit minimum ecritical power ratio to
1.23 for fuel exposures of less than 6000
megawatt-days per ton, and lowers the
rod block monitor setpoint to 106%.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as anrended (the Act), and the Commis=-
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has meade appropriate findings
as required by the Act and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does not invoive &
significant hazards consideration.

The Comimission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impect and that pursuant to 10 CFR
51.5(d) (4) an environmental impact
statement or negative decloration and
environmental impact appraisal need not
be prepared in connection with issuance
of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated August 11, 1976, (2)
Amendment No. 23 to License No. DPR--
62, and (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
and at the Southport Brunswick County
Library, 109 W. Moore Street, Southport,
North Caroling 28461. A copy of items (2)
and (3) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the .S, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Director, Division of Opert-~
ing Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
16th day of November 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,
A, SCHWLNCER,
Operating Reoctors Branch #1,
Division of Operating Re-
actors.
[FR Do¢.76-35360 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am])

[Docket Nos. 50-237, 50-249, 50-26 and,
50-2656]

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO. AND IOWA.
ILLINOIS GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.

-Issuance of Amiendments to Facility'-
Operating Licenses
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion (the Commission) has issued
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Amendment ﬁos. 17, 15, 35 and 34 to
Facility Operating Iicense Nos. DPR-19,

- DPR~25, DPR~29 and DPR-30 (respec~

,

~ ‘mission’s

tively), issued to the Commeonsvealth
Edison Company (and in the matter of
Ticense Nos. DPR-29 and DPR~-30, the
Towa-Tllinois Gas and Electric Com-~
pany), which revised Technical Speeci-
fications for operation of Unit Nos. 2
and 3 of the Dresden Nuclear Power Sta-
tion (Tocated in-Grundy County, llinois)
,and Unit Nos. 1 and 2 of the Quad Cities
‘Nuclear Power Station (ocated in Rock
Island County, Illinois). These amend-
ments are effective as of their date of
issuance.

The amendments permit changes to
the testing requirements for the standby
gas treatment system, make changes to
clarify the intent of the currgnt require~
ment on system fan ‘performance, and
change the frequency -for tests and
sample analyses to be consistent with
the -operating cycle of the reactor.

Changes were made to the Bases to pro-~

vide guidancé on recommended filter re-
placement quality levels. Because modi-
fcations to thé plant are necessary to
‘accomplish several of the testing and
surveillance requirements, implementa~
tion of the applicable Specifications and
Bases have been delayed until about De-
cember 31, 1976. Interim requirements
have been levied in these cases.

‘The application for the amendments
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Ack of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings
as required by the Act and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendments. Prior public notice
of these amendments was nobt required
since the amendments do not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of these amendments will
not result in any significant environ-
mental impact and that pursuant fo 10
CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environmental im-
pact statement or negative declaration
and environmental ~impact appraisal
need not be prepared in connection with
issuance of these amendments.

For further detfalls with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendments dated March 5, 1975, (2)
Amendment Nos. 17 and 15 to License
Nos. DPR~-19 and DPR~25, and Amend-
ment Nos. 35 and 34 fo License INos.
DPR~29 and DPR~-30 and (3) the Com-~
concurrently issued related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,

" 1117 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. and

for those items relating to Dresden Unit
Nos. 2 and 3 at the Morris Public Library,
604 Liberty Street, Morris, IHinois 60450,
and for those ;ttems relating to Quad
Cities Unit Nos. 1 and 2 at the Moline
Public Library, 504 17th Street, Moline,
Hlinois 60625. A copy of items (2) and (3)
may be obtained upon request addressed
to the T.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
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sion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Director, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 17th
day of November, 1976, .

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion. ~

Demis L. Zipamm,
Chicf, Operating Rcaclors

Branch No. 2, Division of
, Opcrating Rcaelors.

[FR Do 70-35132 Filcd 12-1-76:8:40 om]

. {Docket No. P-636A]

FLORIDA FOWER AND LIGHT CO.

Notice and Order Setting First Prehcaring
Conference Order

Before the atomic safety and Heensing
board. In the matter of Florida Power
and Light Co. (South Dade Iuclear
Units).

‘The Board will conduct a prehearing
conference on December 8, 1970 as soon
after 1:30 p.m. as earlier business will
permit, at the Willste Building, %7915
Eastern Avenue, Silver Spring, Mary-
land. The Board will consider pending
motions concerning discovery and any
other outstanding matters.

Simultaneously with this Notice and
Order, the Intervention Board in Twrhey
Point Plant, Units 3 and 4, Docket Nos.
50-250A and 50-251A and St. Lucie Plant,
JUnits 1 and 2, Docket Nos. §0-3354 and
50-389A is issuing an order calling for
oral arguments in thot proceeding at
1:30 p.m. December 9, 1976 at the same
location. The prehearing conference in
this proceeding will follow immediately.

It is so ordered.
Dated at Bethezda, Maryland this 23rd
day of November 1970.

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board.
. Ivan W. S:wurH,
Chairman.

[FR D00.76-35133 Filed 12-1~76;8:45 am]

50-G3GA, G0-3834,
50-2014)

FLORIDA POV/ER AND LIGHT CO. (ST .
.LUCIE PLANT, UNITS 1 AND
FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT CO, (TUR*
KEY POINT PLANT, UNITS 3 AND 4)

Order for Oral Arguments

Before the Atomic Safety and Licens-
ing Board.

‘The Board constituted to rule upon
the Florida Cities’ petition for leave to
intervene and request for o hearing
wishes to be advised by oral arguments
concerning:

(1) What effect the granting of the
intervention petition would have upon
the issuance of a construction permit in
St. Lucie No. 2; .

(2) The authority of this Board to
order an antitrust hearing after the is-
suance of the operating licenses for the
Turkey Point units; and

(3) The applicability of 10 CFR 2.206
to antitrust matters. Arguments will be

[Docket Nos, §9-2304.
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heard on Décember 9, 1976 at 1:30 pon.
at the" Willste Building, 7515 Eastern
Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland.

Immediately following the discussion
of these matters, the Licensiny Board
will convene a prehearing conference in
South Dade Nuclear Units, Docket No.
P-6364A, to consider pending dizcovery
matters. The notice and order of this
conferexice in Docket P-636A i3 baing is-
sued simultaneously with this Order.

Becouse the Seminole Coopzratives,
Intervenors in South Dade, Dacket No.
P-636A, may hove an interest in the Tur-
key Point/St. Lucle No. 2 considerations,
Seminole and ifs counsel are invitzd to
axttend and participate fully in both z23-
sions.

It is co Ordered.

For the Atomic Safety and Licencicy
Board,
Dated of Bethecda, Marylond this 23vd
day of November 1976,
Ivar W, S:orm,
Chrairmarn.
IFR DI:76-35124 Filed 12-1-76;8:43 amj

[Docket WWo. 50321}

GEORGIA POWER CO. OGLETHORPE
ELECTRIC MEMBERSHIP CORP.

Issuance of Amendmznt to Facility
Operating License

The TU.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis~
sion ¢fthe Commissiony has Issusd
Amendment No. 24 to Facility Operating
License No. DPR-57 issued fo Georgin
Power Company and Oglethorps Electric
Membership Corporation, which revisad
Technical Specifications for operation of
the Edwin I, Hatch Nuclear Plant, Unit
No. 1, located in Appling County,
Georgia. The amendment; is effective as
of its date of issuanece.

The amendment consists of chanzes to
the Techrical Specifications which will
lower the Main Steam IXsolation Valve
tMSIV) low main steamline pressure
ck;sure set voint from 880 psig to 825
p3ig,

The oapplication for the smendmesent
complies with the standards and reguire-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1934,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s rules and rexwlations. The Com-
mission hasmade appropriafe findings 23
required by the Act and the Commiszion's
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Chanp-
ter I, which are set forth in the liczmze
amendment. Prior public notice of this
amendment was not required sincs the
amendment docs not involve g siznificant
hozards consideration.

The Commission has defermined that
the issnance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmentsl
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§51.5 (@ (4) en environmental state-
ment, negative declaration or environ-
mental impact appraisal need nob be pre-
pared In connection v'ith fssuance of this
amendment.

For further details with respect to this
actlon, see (1r the application for
amendment dated April 4, 1875, supple-
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mented by letters dated October 9, 1975,
June 23, 1976 and August 18, 1976, (2)
Amendment No. 24 to License No. DPR~
57 and (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
and at the Appling County Public Li-
brary, Parker Street, Baxlay, Georgia
31513, )

A copy of items (2)-and (3) may be
obtained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

- Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, ' Maryland, this
22nd day of November, 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,

’ GEORGE LEAR,
Chief, Operatzng Reactors
Branch No. 3, Division of

Operating Reactors.
[FR Doc.76-35135 Flled 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. 50-498A and 50-499A]

HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COM-
PANY, ET AL. (SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT,

UNITS 1 AND 2) , .
Assugnment of Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board .

Notice is hereby given that, in accord-
ance with the authority in 10 CFR § 2.787
(aJ, the Chairman of the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Appeal Panel has assigned
the following panel members to serve
as the Atomic Safety and Licensing Ap-
peal Board for this antitrust proceeding:

Alan 8. Rosenthal, Chairman
Richard S. Salzman
- Jerome E. Sharfman

Dated: November 23, 1976.

Marcarer E. Dv Fro,
Seeretary to the Appeal Board.

[FR Doc.76-35138 Filed 12-1-76;8:45.am]

[Docket No. 50-336]
NORTHEAST NUHCLEAR ENERGY CO.-

Issuance of Amendment to Facility
/ Operating License

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company,
the Connecticut Light and Power Com-
pany, the Hartford Electric Light Com-
pany, and Western Massachusetts Elee-
tric Company.

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis—
sion (the Commission) - has issued
Amendment No. 21 to Facility Operat-
ing License No. DPR-65, issued to North-
east Nuclear Energy Company, The Con-
necticut Light and Power Company, The
Hartford Electric Light Company, and
Western Massachusetts Electric Com-
pany, which revised Technical Specifi-
cations for operation of the Millstone
Nuclear Power Station, Unit No. 2, lo-
cated in the Town of Waterford, Con-
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necticut. The amendment is effective as
of its date of issuance.-

The améndment changed the Techni-
cal Specifications to remove a power
level restriction which was associated
with previous operation of the facility
using excore detectors, and added a more
restrictive remedial action in the event
that the Axial Shape Index operating
limits are exceeded.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amendéd (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate find-
ings as required by the Act and the Com-
mission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in
the license amendment. Prior public no-
tice of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does nof involve &
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in dny significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5
(d) (4) an environmental statement or
negative declaration and environmental
impact appraisal need not be prepared
in connection with issuance of this
amendment. )

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendiient dated July 21, 1976, (2)
Amendment No. 21 to License No. DPR-
65, and (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 -H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
and at the Waterford Public Library,
Rope Ferry Road, Waterford, Connecti-

. ~cut 06385.

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be
obtained upon request addressed to the

- U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 23
day of November 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,
GEORGE LEAR,
Chief, Operating  Reactors
Branch #3, Division of Op-
erating Reactors.

~ [FR Doc.76-35138 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 anf]

[Dockets Nos. 50-245 and 50-336]
NORTHEAST Nlé%LEAR ENERGY CO.,

Issuance of Amendments to Facility Op-
erating Licenses and Negative Declarat:on

- Northeast Nuclear Energy Company,
the Connecticut Light and Power Com-~
pany, the Hartford Electric Light Com-
pany, and Western Massachusetts Elec-
tric Company. .

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion (the Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 32 to Provisional Oper-

~

ating License No. DPR-21 and Amend-
ment No. 20 to Facility Operating Liconse
No. DPR-65 issued to Northeast Nucleat
Energy Company, The Connecticut Light
and Power Company, the Hartford Elec~
tric Light Company, and Western Mag-
sachusetts Electric Company, which re-
vised the Environmental Technical Spee-
ifications for operation of the Millstone
Nuclear Power Station, Units Nos. 1 and
2 (the facilities), located in the Town of
Waterford, Connecticut. The amend-
ments are,effective as of their date of
issuance.

The amendments modified the En-
vironmental Technical Specifications for
the facilities to (1) delete survey, sam-
pling and measurement studies which
have been completed, (2) reducd the
sampling frequencies and locations for
certain other programs and (3) clarify
the effluent monitoring requirements of
specifications 2.4.1.3.E and 2.4.2.3.D.

The applications for the amendments
comply with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis«<
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CIR
Chapter X, which are set forth in the
license amendments. Prior public notice
of these amendments was not required
since the amendments do not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has prepared an en-
vironmental impact appraisal for the re-
vised Technical Specifications and has
concluded that an environmental impact
statement for this particular action is not
warranted because there will be no sipg«
nificant environmental impact attribe
utable to the proposed action.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the applications for
amendment dated April 19, 1976 (as sup-
plemented by letter dated Ooctober 5,
1976) and August 18, 1976, (2) Amend-
ments Nos. 32 and 20 to Licenses Nog.
DPR~21 and DPR-65, and (3) the Com«
mission’s related Safety Evaluation and
Environmental Impact Appraisal. All of
these items are available for public in-
spection at the Commission’s Public Doc~
ument Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., Wash~
ington, D.C. and at the Waterford Public
Library, Rope Ferry Road, Route 156,
Waterford, Connecticut.

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob-
tained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di«

rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 23
day of November 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commig«
sion,
GEORGE LEAR,
Operating Reactors Branch No.
3, Dwzs;on of Operating Re-
actors. a

[FR Doc.76-35137 Filed 12—1—76,8.45 am]

>



[Docket Nos. §0-514, 50-515)

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC CO., ET.
AL, (PEBBLE SPRINGS NUCLEAR
PLANT, UNITS 1 AND 2)

Order Schedulipg Evidentiary Hearing

Confirming conference telephone calls
of November- 23 and 24, 1976, the evi-
dentiary hearing in this proceeding will
be resumed on January 18, 1977, at 9:30
a.m., local time, in the U.S. Court of

_Appeals Courtroom; The Pioneer Court-

house, 555 S W. Yamhill Portland,
Oregon.

As noted in the calls all outstandmg
matters, with the exception of need for
power, will be included in the agenda for
this resumed hearing as follows:

(1) Testimony of Intervenors’ witness,
Mr. Loren Johnson (Tr. 3205)—he will
be first witness.

(2) Testimony concerning the West

"Roosevelt alternate site (Tr. 3205).

(3) Board Witness, Dr. James Teeter
(Tr. 3236).

(4) Testimony concerning the matter
of uranium availability and utilization
('Tr. 3092 and Board Memorandum dated
November 8, 1976).

(5) With reference to Appendix I, the
submission by the Staff of a proposed

" draft condition that would preserve the

very low doses projected by the Staff as
part of the cost-benefit balance. (Tr.

_ 2895).

* (6). Implementation of the Supple-
mental General Statement of Policy re
the Fuel Cycle—Revised Table S-8.

All the Parties agreed that written
testimony would be served by January 5,
1977. The Board approved discovery by
the Infervenors concerning the uranium
matter with the understanding that all

_ Parties would be prepared to cover this

matter at the evidentiary hearing in Jan-
uary. The Staff agreed to furnish imme-
diately to all the Parties appropriate ma-
terial on this subject in order that dis-

. covery could proceed expeditiously. The

Board expects the Parties to mutually
agree on 2 suitable date for the submis-
sion of any additional written testimony
on the uranium matter.

‘With respect to the resumption of the
evidentiary heari on the need for
power issue, the Skagit Board and this
Board have tentatively set the schedule
for the first week in March.

Issued at Bethesda, Md,, this 29th day
of November 1976.

It is so ordered.

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board,

JAMES R. YORE,
Chairman.

|FR Doc.76-35441 Filed 12-1-76;8:46 am)

. [Docket Nos. 50-443; 50-444]

PUBLIC SERVICE CO. OF NEW HAMP-
SHIRE, ET AL. (SEABROOK STATION,
UNITS 1 AND 2) -

- QOral Arghment

‘Notice is hereby given that, in ac-
cordance with the Appeal Board’s Order
of November 23, 1976, oral argument on

- NOTICES

" the appeals from the June 29, 1976 initial

decision of the Licensing Board in this
proceeding Is calendared for 8 am,, Fri-
day, December 10, 1976, In the Courtroom
of the Superfor Court, Hillsborough
County Courthouse, 19 Temple Street,
Nashua, New Hampshire.

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board.

Dated: November 23, 1976.

Marcarer E. Do Fro,
Secretary to the Appeal Board.

[FR Do¢c.76-36139 Fileu 12~1-70;8:45 aml

¥

REGULATORY GUIDE
Issuance and Availability

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued a guide in its Regulatory Guide
Series. This series has been developed to

escribe and make available to the pub-

¢ methods acceptable to the NRC staff
of implementing specific parts of the
Commission's regulations and, in some
cases, to delineate techniques used by the
staff in evaluating specific problems or
postulated accidents and to provide guld-
ance to applicants concerning certain of
the information needed by the staff in its
review of applications for permits and
licenses,

Repulatory Guide 1.114, Revision 1,
“Guidance on Being Operator at the Con~
trols of a Nuclear Power Plant,” describes
a method acceptable to the NRC staff for
complying with the Commission’s regula-
tions that require an operator to be pres-
ent at the controls of a nuclear power
plant. This guide was revised as the result
of public comment and additional staff
review.

Comments and suggestions in connec-
tion with (1) items for inclusion in guides
currently being developed or (2) im-
provements in all published guides are
encouraged at any time. Comments
should be sent to the Secretary of the
Commission, U.S, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
gttention: Docketing and Service Sec-

on,

Regulatory guides are available for in-
spection at the Commission’s Public Doc-
ument Room, 1717 H Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. Requests for single copies of
issued guides (which may be reproduced)
or for placement on an automatic distri-
bution list for sinpgle coples of future
guides should be made in writing to the
Director, Office of Standards Develop-
ment, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, Washlngton, D.C. 20555. Telephone
requests cannot be accommodated. Reg-
ulatory guides are not copyrighted and
Commission approval is not required to
reproduce them.

(5 U5.C. 552(a).)

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 23rd
day of November 1976.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,
RODBERT B. MINOGUE,
Director,
Office of Standards Development.

[FR Doc.76-35141 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]
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REGULATORY GUIDE
Issuance and Availabliity

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued @ new guide in its Regulatory
Guide Serles. This series has been de-
veloped to deseribe and make available to
the public metkods acceptableto the NRC
staff of implementing specific parts of
the Commission’s regulations and, in
some cases, to delineate technigues used
by the staff in evaluating specific prob-
lems or postulated accidents and to pro-
vide puldance to appHcants concerning
certain of the information needed by the
staff in its review of applications for per-
mits and Hcenses.

Regulatory Guide 4.13, “Performance,
Testing, and Procedural Specifications
for ‘Thermoluminescence Dosimetry:
Environmental Applications,” provides
minimum acceptable performance cri-
terla for TLD systems used to measure
levels of radiation in the environs of nu-
clear facilities. It also provides proced-
ures for calibration, field@ application,
and reporting. This guide endorses ANSI
Standard N545-1975, “Performance,
Testing, and Procedural Specification
for Thermoluminescence Dosimeiry (En-
vironmental Applications).”

Comments and suggestions in connec-
tion with (1) items for inclusion in guides
currently being developed or (2) im-
provements in all published guides are
encouraged at any time. Public com-
ments on Regulatory Guide 4.13 will,
however, be particularly useful in eval-
uating the need for an early revizion if
recelved by January 31, 1977.

Comments should be sent to the See-
retary of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear
Resulatory Commission, Washington.
D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing and
Service Branch.

Regulatory guides are available for in-
spection at the Commission’s Public Doc-
ument Room, 1717 H Street NV7., Wash-
Ington, D.C. Requests for single copies of
issued guides (which may be repreduced)
or for placement on an automatic dis-
tribution list for single copies of future
guldes should be made in writing o the
Director, Office of Standards Develop-
ment, U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commisz-
slon, Washington, D.C. 20555. Telephone
requests cannot be accommodated. Rez-
ulatory guides are not copyrichted and
Commission approval is not required to
reproduce them.

(6 U.8.C. 652(a).)

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 24}
day of November 1976.

o For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
on
’ RoBeERT B. M1¥OGUE,
Direcior, Office of
Standards Development.

[FR Doc.76-35352 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 a.rn.}

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO.
[Docket Nos. 50-338, 50-333]

Availability of an Addendum to the Final
Environmental Statement

Pursuant to the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1969 and the United
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States Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s
regulations in 10 CFR Part 51, notice is
hereby given that an Addendum to the
Final Environmental Statement pre-
pared by the Commission’s Office of Nu-
clear Reactor Regulation has been Is-
sued. The Addendum represents an up-
dated assessment of fhe environmental
impacts associated with the proposed op-
eration of the North Anha Power Sta-
tion, Unit Nos. 1 and 2, Iocated in Louisa
County, Virginia. Notice of the avail-
ability of the Commission’s Final En-_
vironmental Statement was published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER on April 6, 1973 (38
FR 8760).

Copies of the Addendum have been
transmitted to the Council on Environ-
mental Quality and copies are available
for inspection by the public in the Com-
mission’s Public Document Room at 1717
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., the
Alderman Library, Manuscripts Depart-
ment, University of Virginia, Charlottes-
ville, Virginia, and the office of the
County Administrator, Board of Super-
visors, Louisa County Courthouse,
Louisa, Virginia. Copies are also available
at the Division of State Planning and
Community Affairs, 1010 James Madison
Building, 109 Governor Street, Rich-
mond, Virginia, and Thomas Jefierson
PDC, 701 East High Street, Charlottes-
ville, Virginia,

Copies of the Addendum (Document
No. NUREG-0134) may be purchased
from the WNational Technical Informa-
tioni Service, Springfleld, Virginia 22161,
at a cost of $4.50 for printed copies and
$3.00 for microfiche.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 24th .
day of November 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion. .
B. J. YOoUNGBLOOD,
Chief, Environmental Projects
Branch 2, Division of Site
Safety and Environmental
Analysis.

[FR D0c.76-35351 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am}]

[Docket No. 50-266]

WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER CO.;
-WISCONSIN MICHIGAN POWER CO.

Issuance of Amendment to Facility
Operating License

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Commission) has issued Amendment No.

22 to Facility Operating ILicense No. -

DPR-24 issued to Wisconsin Electric
Power Company and Wisconsin Michigan
Power Company which revised Technical
Specifications for operation of the Point
Beach Nuclear Plant Unit No. 1, located
in the Town of Two Creeks, Mamtowac
County, Wisconsin. The amendment is ef-
fective as of its date of issuance.

The amendment consists of changes in
the Technical Specifications that will al-
low operation of Unit No. 1 in core Cycle
5 by (1) eliminating the fuel residence
time limit, (2) modifying the control rod
insertion limits and the core power dis-

'NOTICES

tribution limits, and (3) approprxa..,ely
changmg the reactor core description.
The "application for the amendment
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commission’s
rules and yegulations in 10 CFR Chapter
I, which are sebt-forth in the license
amendment. Notice of Proposed Issuance
of Amendment to Facility Operating Li-
cense in connection with this action was
published in the FeperaL REGISTER on
September 9, 1976 (41FR38236). No re-
quest for a hearing or petition for leave
to intervene was filed following notice of
the proposed action.
" The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact .and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§51.5(d) (4) an environmental impact
statement or wnegative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need not
be prepared in connection with issuance
of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this

action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated July 30, 1976 as sup-
plemented by letter dated October 11,
1976, (2) Amendment No. 22 to License
No. DPR-24, and (3) the Commission’s
related Safety Evaluation. All of these
items are available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, 1717 H Street N.W., Washington,
D.C. and at the Document Department,
University of Wisconsin, Stevens Point
Library, ATTN: Mr. Arthur M. Fish,

- Stevens Point, Wisconsin 54481,

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be
obfained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
‘Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Director, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 19th
day of November 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,
. JAMES J. SHEA,
Operating Reactors Branch No.
3, Division of,Operating Re-
actors.

[FR Doc.76-35140 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. PRM-20-7]

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE
COUNCIL

Extension of Comment Period

On September 23, 1976, the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission published in the
Federal Register (41 FR 41759) a notice
that a petition for rule making had been
filed with the Commission on behsalf of

the Natural Resources Defénse Council.
The petitioner requested the Commission
to adopt interim regulations setting
standards for shallow land disposal of
low-level radioactive wastes. Interested
persons were invited to comment cn the
petition by November 22, 1976,

I3

In view of a recent request by Nuclear
Engineering Company that the commont
perlod be lengthened, the Commission iy
hereby extending the time for filing
comments.

Accordingly, all interested persons who
desire to submit written comments or
suggestions concerning the petition for
rule making should send them to the
Secretary of the Commission, Attention-
Docketing and Service Branch, United
States Regulatory Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20555 on or before Deceni-
ber 22, 1976.

A copy of the petition for rule making
is available for public inspcetion in tha
Commission’s Public Document Room,’
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
A.copy of the petition may be obtained
by writing the Division of Rules and
Records, Office of Administration, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Comifnission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20555.

Dated this 1st day of December 1976 ot
Washington, D.C.

_For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis~
sion,
SAMUEL J. CHILE,
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.76-356736 Filed 12-1~76;10:47 nm} .

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SAFETY BOARD

"IN-AR 76-49)

CORRESPONDENCE CONCERNING
SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS

Receipt and Availability

Letters in Response to Recommcendo~
tions—In answer to recommendations
previously issued, the National Trang-
portation Safety Board has within the
past week received letters from the fol-
lowing components of the U.S. Dep'u‘b-
ment of Transportation:

Federal Aviation Administration—

Letter of November 9 concerns recom-
mendations A-76-85 and A-76-86 and
supplements. FAA letter of October 16
(41 FR 48617, November 4, 1976, Theze
recommendations were issued ag o result
of the Board’s special study, NTSB-AAS-
76-3, “Nonfatal, Weather-Involved Gon~
eral Aviation Accidents, 19641974, (Seo
41 FR 34125, August 12, 1976, and 41 FR
37165, September 2, 1976.) The Novem-~
ber 9 letter is specific to the last three
of 5ix means, or methods, recommended

. by A-76-86 for implementing pilot edu~

cation on hazards associated with un-
favorable winds during the Ilanding
regime,

Concerning method 4 of A-76-86, FAA
has requested its Flight Standards Tech-
nical Division in Oklahoma City to study
the feasibility of issuing & new or re-«
vised Exam-O-Gram to emphasize such
hazards (targeted for June 1977.) In
answer to methods 5 and 6 of this recom=
mendation, FAA states that revised 14
CFR 61.105 requires that an applicant
for a private pilot certificate must have
logeed ground instruction from an an-
thorized instructor or show. that he hay
satisfactorily completed instruction in
recognizing critical weather situations
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from the ground and in flight, and the
procurement and use of aeronautical
weather reports and forecasts. This ac-

tion is“mn preparation for an applicant's .

taking a written examination. To further
complement the intended increased
weather emphasis in new Parts 61 and
141, FAA has dlso placed greater empha-~
sis on the practical application of such
Eknowledge in the new private pilot writ-
ten examinations relating to Part 61 (re-

-vised). Under new Part 61, both the
 private and commercial pilot flight tesis

%tr&ss weather information, according to
‘AA.

FAA, in a second letter dated Novem-
ber 9, has responded to recommendations

. A-76-116 through A-76-119 which con-

cerned major structural alterations to
‘Piper PA-23 aircraft. (See 41 FR 35088,
August 19, 1976.) Re A-76-116, FAA re-
viewed the reports of accidents involv-
ing these airplanes and has not found
any which are attributable to the long
nose installation. FAA issued Airworthi-
ness, Directive 72-21-07 on October 19,
1972, to cover production airplanes and
revised the AD on April 29 to cover those
Model PA-23-250 airplanes which had
been modified. In view of this, FAA
states, “We do not consider a costly,
time-consuming search to locate modi-
fied airplanes to be justified.”
Regarding A-76-117, FAA has re-
viewed AD '72-21-07 and considers it ap-
plicable to Piper PA-23-250 airplanes
only. FAA would “require separate as-
sessments, substantiation, including
flicht testing, for approval of long nose
modifications to other-models.” Re A-76-
118 and A-76-119, FAA is preparing a
notice to alert field inspectors of the
need to obtain engineering approval for
future modifications related to installa-
tion of the extended nose on Piper PA-23
airplanes. This notice will also contain
materigl covering the points raised in
these recommendations. FAA expects to
issue this notice within the next 45 days.
- FAA, by letter of November 12, concurs
with recommendation A-T76-121, issued
following Board investigation of the
fatal spin and crash last January 17 of
2 Beech D95A in the airport traffic pat-
tern near Montgomery Airpark, Gai-
thersburg, Maryland. (See 41 FR 39845,
September 16, 1976.) To implement the
recommendation, FAA plans to {1) rec-
ommend to flight instructors, through
the FAA Flight Instructor Refresher

‘Unit and industry organizations ap-

proved to conduct flight instructor
clinics, thdt they eliminate engine shut-
downs at low altitudes; (2) provide this
same information” to other aviation
groups and recommend that they pass it
to their members; and (3) prepare an
operations bulletin advising FAA field
‘inspectors to apprise the aviation com-
munity of the dangers associated with
intentional engine  shutdowns at low
altitudes.

Materials Transportation Bureau—

Letter of November 12 is in reply to
Safety Board letter of October 27 re-

questing further consideration of recom-~
mendation T-76-4, and refers to MTB's

NOTICES

letter of June 1 (41 FR 24639, June 17,
1976) and the subsequent AITB/NTSB
staff meeting of July 26. The recommen-
dation is one of four issued following in-
vestigation of the explosion of a Burling-
ton Northern railroad tank car shipment
of monomethylamine nitrate at We-
natchee, Washington, August 6, 1974.
(See 41 FR 10481, March 11, 1976.)

With reference to the July 26 mecting,
MTB states, “It was clear from the dis-
cussion that what was nceded was an
educational program to broaden the
awareness of the manufacturer, shipper,
or carrier to include the importance of
product quality control It was agreed
that additional regulations would prob-
ahly be less effective in o program which
makes the responsible parties more
aware of thelr actions.” Accordingly,
NMTB offers an Office of Hazardous Ma-
terlals Operatlons publication, the OH2!
Newsletter, as one vehicle to breaden the
awareness; attached to MTB's letter is
a copy of the October 1976 issue In which
the MTB Director addresses an open let-
ter to the public regarding “product
quality control.”

U.S. Coast Guard—

Letter of November 10 provides an up-
date on recommendation M-74-9 which
was Issued as a result of the investiga-
tion of the foundering of the M/V Mary-
land in Albemarle Sound, North Caro-
lina, December 18, 1971 (report No.
USCG/NTSB-MAR~T74-3). The recom-
mendation asked for the Coast Guard to
structure the resnlts of its towing vessel
stability study into eperating informeo-
tion which could be uscd as a guide by
the operators of towing vessels. Coast
Guard states that the draft of “A Guide
to Safety in Towing,” referenced in its
July 20 letter (41 FR 32796, August 5,
1976) is now under final review by the
Coast Guard and the U.8. Coast Guard
Towing Industry Advisory Committee,
publication expected early next year.
The letter also notes that the towing
vessel stability study has been completed
and that the contractor has recommend-
ed several design stability criteria for
safer towing; these recommendations
are scientific in nature, and are not
adaptable for inclusion in the towing
publication. However, according to the
Coast Guard, major sections of the guldes
entitled “Towing Methods” and “Dan-
gers in 'Tow Handling” vwill include ap-
propriate recommendations for use by
towing vessel operators.

Safety Board Reply to Rccommenda-
tlon Response~Board letter of Novem-
ber 18 is in further reply to the Wash-
ington State Highway Commission’s let-
ter of September 24, 1976, which ques-
tioned the Board use of certain friction
tests in reaching conclusions Nos. 2 and
9 of the accident report (No. NTSB-
HAR-76-7) which followed Board inves-
tigation of the crash of a gasoline truck
and trailer last December 4 In a heavy
rainstorm at Seattle, Washington, (See
41 FR 43255, September 30, 1976.)

In reply to the Commission’s Septem-
ber 24 letter, the Safety Board on Octo-
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ber 21 stated, “We are satisfied that
there is no need to change conclusions
2 and 9 inasmuch as they are factually
related to the circumstances of the ac-
cldent and not dependent upon test skid
numbers” The Board further noted,
‘“The margingl traction capability of the
pavement under the conditions experi-
enced at the time of the accident is the
basls for our recommendations. (Ref-
erence recommendations H-76-29 and
H-76-30 issued by the Board to the Com-
i]nk:stlgn in connection with this acci-
ens.

Tne Safety Board’s November 18 letter
again calls the attention of the Director
of Highways of the State of Washington
to the “two very obvious facts: (1) the
cocfiiclent of friction on the Alaskan
Way Viaduct on December 4, 18735, was
insufilcient to enable the acecident truck
traveling two miles per hour above the
rosted specd limit in a heavy rain, to
maintain its vehicle-to-road stability,
and (2) under similar circumstances of
weather, speed, and vehicle type, other
aecldents could cccur with possibly more
drastic results.”’

Further, the November 18 letter asked
the Commission to reconsider its re-
sponse ‘after it has first complied with
recommendation H-76-29. That recom-
mendation asked that skid tests be con-
ducted on the viaduct roadway to deter-
mine whether there is a problem relative
to the road surface and, if such is thz
cose, that the road surface be Improved.
The Board also suggested that, since it

.15 50 close to the annlversary date of the

accident, skid tests be i under ter:-
perature condltions similar to thoce at
the time of the accident. -

Coples of letters resnonding to eafety
recommendations aond Safety Board replies
may be obtelned at a cost of $4.00 for serv-
ice and 10¢ per page for reproduction. AR re-
quests must be In writing, identified by
rccommendation number and date of pub-
Ueation of this FEDERAYL REGISTER notice.
Address Inquiries to: Publications Unit, Na-
tlonal Transportation Safety Board, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20524,

(Scc. 307 of the Independent Safety Board
Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-633, &3 Stat. 2172 (42
U.S.C. 1808)).)

” Mancarer L. F1sgEPR,
Federal Register Ligison Officer.
Novexeer 29, 1876,
PR Dco.78-35532 Piled 12-1-76;8:45 ara]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
List of Request

The following is a lst of reguests for
clearance of reports intended for use in
¢ollectinzg information from the public
recelved by the Office of Mangzement..
and Budget on Nov. 26, 1976 (44 US.C.
3508). The purpose of publishing this
list in the FeperAL REGISTER is to Inform
the public.

The list includes the title of each re-
quest recelved; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
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formation; the agency form number(s),
if applicable; the frequency with which
the information is proposed to be col-
lected; the name of the reviewer or re-
viewing division within OMB, and an in-
dication of who will be the respondents
to the proposed collection. -

Requests for extension which appear
to raise no significant issues are to bhe
approved after brief notice through this
release.

Further information about the items
on this daily list may be obtoined from
the clearance office, Office of Manage-
ment and Budgef, Washington, D.C.
20503 202-395-4529, or from the reviewer
listed.

New ForMs

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOULIDATION

“Reputational” Study of Major Innovations
In Four Fields of Solence, singletime,
Scnior Scientists in ¥our Filelds of Science,
Lowry, R. L., 395-37T2.

DCPARTMENT OF HOUBING AND URBAN
- DEVELOPMENT

Administration (Ofice of Assistant Secre-
tary), Telephone Interview Guide On
CDBG Environmental Review, singletime,
local government, community development
directors, Housing, Veterans and Labor
Division, C. Louis Kincannonr, 395-3532.

DEPARTRMIENT OF LABOR

Buresu of Labor Statistics, Directory of Na-
tional Unions and Employee Associations,
unafBlinted intrastate and single-employer
unions, BLS-2441 244 2441 B&O 2725,
single time, labor organizations, Strasser,
A., 395-58617.

DEPARTDIENT OF THE TREASUBY

Bureau. of Customs, Cargo Declaration, CF
1302-13024, on occasion, shipping come
panies, Tracey Cole, 395-5870.

DEPARTDMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Departmental and other certification/agree-
ment, annually, public service commis-
sions, Caywood, D, P., 305-3448.

REVISIONS
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCLE

Bureau of Census, Report On Produciion of
Truck Trallers, M-37L, monthly, manu-
facturing establishments, Cynthia Wiggins,
395-5631. .

DEPARTRIENT OF LABOR

Wage and Hour and Public Contracts DI-
vision (ESA), Economic Survey Schedule,
WH-1, on occasion, business firms, farms,
Lowry, R. L., 395-3772.

, EXTENSIONS

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELFART

Offico of Education, institutional application
and nomination for a national teaching
fellowship, OE 1131, on occasion, prospec~
tive faculty members with master's de-
gree, minimum. Marsha Traynham, 396-
4529,

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Bureau of Labor Statistica:

Food Collection  Schedule—collection
schedule for new or replacement out-
lets—food stores outlet information,
2911, monthly, grocery stores, Strasser, A.,
3985-5867. .

Virgin Island Food Pricing For USDA, BLS
2911.0, monthly, grocery stores, Strasser,
A., 395-586

NOTICES

Employer ezpenditures for selected com-
pensation practices, manufacturing,
mining, and consfruction establish~
ments, BLS 2868, annually, private non-
2?3%1'171 establishments, Strasser, A., 395—

Employment and Training Administration,

Process evaluation of decentralizad CETA

programs, BMT-1062, single time, CETA

prime sponsor staff and planning council,

Strasser, A., 395-5867.

Bureau of Labor Statistics, Ral. handbook on

estimating unemployment, new entrant .

and reentrant unemployment, on. occasfon,
based on administrative records, Strasser,
A., 395~58617.
Pan.rre D, LARSER,
Budget and Management Officer.

[FR Doc.76-35579 Flled 12-1-76;8:45 am] -

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
List of Request

The following is a list-of requests for
clearance of reports intended for vse in
collecting information from the public
received by the Office of Management
and Budget on November 24, 1976 (44
U.S.C. 3509). The purpose of publishing
this list in the FeperaL REGISTER Is to in-
form the publie.

The list includes the title of each re-
quest received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
formation; the agency form number(s),
if applicable; the frequency with which
the information is proposed to be col-
lected; the name of the reviewer or re-
viewing division within OMB, and an
indication of who will be the respondents
to the proposed collection.

Requests for extension which appear to
raise no significant issues are to be ap-
proved after brief notice through this
release.

-Further information about the items
on this daily list may be obtained from
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C.
20503, (202-395-4529), or from the re-
viewer listed.

NEw Forus

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION

Requirements of Very Large Scientific Com-
puters, single time, users of large scien-
tific computers, Information Systems Di-
vision, 395-3785.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
° WELFARE

Center for Disease Control, National Sur-
veillance of Dialysis-Associated Hepatitis,
CDC—4.287, annually, directors of dialysis
units, Richard Eisinger, 395-6140.

Social Security Administration, Specializa-
tion Survey of Public Reaction to Contact
With Social Security, SSA-3394, single time,
individual’s visiting selected Social Secu-
rity Offices, Human Resources Division, C.
Louis Kincannon, 385-3532.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAIN
DEVELOPLIENT

Administration (Office of Assistant Secre-
tary) :
Real Estate Settlement Record, HUD-51975,

on. occaslon, local authorities, Housing,
Veterans and Labor Division, 396-3532

Land Summary, HUD-5325, on occasion,
local guthoritles, Houslng, Vetorany one
Labor Division, 395-3532.

Blweekly Report of Site Acqulsition, MUD--
651973, on occaslon, local authoritics,
Housing, Veterans and Labor Dlvision,
395-3532,

Request for Land Purchase Approval,
HUD-51974, on occaston, local authorls
tles, Housing, Veterans and Labor Divis
slon, 805-3532.

‘Final Report on Completed Land Acquisi-
tion, HUD-5922, on occasion, local au«
thorities, Housing, Veterans and Lahor
Division, 95-532,

REVISIONS
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURL

Statistical Reporting Service, Papaya Surs
vey (Hawall), Quarterly, Papaya Growerts,
Hulett, D. T., 395-4730.

Packers and Stockyards Administration, Ap«
plication for Registration Undor Packerd
and Stockyards Acf (ogencies or dealerd
selling livestock interstato), PSA 1168, on
occasion, livestock market agencles anud
dealers, Marsha Traynham, 395-45629.

EXTONSIORS
GENERAL SERVICLS ADMINISTRATION

Application for Presentnig Now or Improved
Articles, GSA1171, on occaslon, priviste
enterprise supplies, Marsiia Traynhwn,
395-4529. '

DEPARTMECNT OF AGRICULTURL

Forelgn Agricultural Service, Regulation
Importation of Dairy Produots Under Sec-
tion 22, RT Control, on occaslon, itnporh-
ors, Marsha Traynham, 3954629, .

Rural Electrification Administration, Stato-
ment of Engineernig Feo—Tolephone, RIIA
506, on occaslon, consulting englneers ot
REA. telephone horrowoers, Marsha Triayn-
ham, 395-4529.

Agricultural Stabilization and Concorvation
Service, Application for ASCS (Agrloul«
tural Stabilization and Conservation Sorve«
ice) County Employment, ASCS-675, on
occasion, sapplicants, Marsha Traynham,
395-4629.

PritrIe D, LARSDN,
Budget and Management Officer.

[FR Doc.70-35580 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am |

POSTAL SERVICE

ROCHESTER MANAGEMENT SECTIONAL
CENTER AND. GENERAL MAIL FACILITY

Preparation of Draft Environmental
- Statement

Consistent with section 775.6(a) of
the proposed Environmental Statement
Procedures published by the Postal Serv-
jce in the FEDERAL REGISTER on August 24,
1976 (41 FR 35725), and being followed
pending final adoption, the Postal Serv-
ice gives early public notice of its deci-
sion to prepare a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for its Roch«
ester Management Sectional Center and
General Mail Facility project.

The DEIS will include an analysis of
the impact of alternative facility opera~
tions proposals for the Rochester Man-
agement Sectional Center. This analysls
will include the new General Mail Fa«
cility (GMPF) to be located on Jefferson
Avenue in Henrletta, New York; the pres-
ent General Post Office (GPO) and Vo~
hicle Maintenance Facility (VME) in
Rochester, New York; the Sectional Con«
ter Facility (SCF) in Henrletta; the
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"Twelve Corner Station in Brighton 1zone
18) ; and the Southtown Station in Hen-

rietta (zone 23).

On October 13, 1976, the Postal Service
retained the Cannon Partnership, Grand
Island, New York, to prepare the DEIS.
The Cannon Partnership will be assisted
by Ecology and Environment, Inc., Buf-

falo, New York.

The DEIS will meet the reguirements
of section 102(2) (C) of the National En~
vironmental Policy Act of 1969, Pub. L.
No. 91-190, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.; Title
IV of the Intergovernméntal Cooperation
Act of 1968, Pub. L. No. 80-577, 42 U.S.C.
4231-4233; Postal Service Environmental
Statement Procedures, 39 CFR. Part
775; and the court’s decision in City of
Rochester and Genessee, Finger Lakes
Regional Planning Board v. U.S. Postal
Service, Civil No. 7686065 (2d Cir,, Sept.

3, 1976).

Upon preparation of the DEILS, notice
of its availability will be published in the
Feperar, REGISTER, and comments will be
invited from the publ!c, from State and
" local agencies which are anthorized to
develop and enforce environmental
standards, and from Federal agencles

NOTICES

having jurisdiction by law or special ex~
pertise with respect to any environmen-
tal impact involved.

Requests for additional information
should be addressed to Mr, Willam E.
Finn, MSC Manazer/Postmoster, 216
Cumberland Street, Rochester, New

orx 14603.

Rocer P, CrArs,
Deputy General Counsel.

- {FR D0c.76-35417 Filed 12-1~78,8:45 am]

SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION

ATLANTIC SMALL BUSINESS
INVESTMENT CORP.

License Surrenders

Notice is hereby given that the corpo-
rations listed below which have heen in

- the process of surrender for diversg pe-

riods of time since 1967, have surren-
dered their licenses to operate as small
business investment companies under
the Small Business Investment Act of
1858 (Act), as amended (15 US.C. 661
ebseq.):

Looons

Namo I/\mt!rn Date
 Limalcall | N,

Atlantic Small Business Inv ent Corp. Atlantio City, N T ecomaaae Mar. 81251 Croc-0001
* Chevron Captinl Corp. Now York, NoYeeeecerene July 14,1950 0020055

Connecticut Venture Capital Corp. Harllerd, COnNeeoeeveeeee Jno 23,1801 QU203
Equity Capital Corp. 8an Franelszo, Calif_o..oeee Dot 1, l"") 12012013
First Investment Csmtal Corp Ajken, —eemmeee—e JO0S ILIT3L  O1/0003
Hawkeye Venture Capital Corp. Sioux City, ) (<13 VN, Mny 4, 1%}! 01/01-C473
Lingoln Growth Capital Corp.. IAL})‘& ¢, Colif. T 7T Nov, 12,103 O12-0005
Medical Capital Corp mlur, esemme o e B0y 22,1032 OS/OT-GC)
JMedical & General Capital Fands, Inc. (Tha).._.._....... _____ PRI » [ e s R LY 1t T
Midwest Small Business Investmen; Delmit. Mich Jano 13,1702 G5/15-0G11
Northwest Science l'nvestment Oorp..-__-...___.___ Pertland, Oree e e eeeee .J!ny 41922 10156000
Norwood Capltal Corp vame 8. C. y 3,1203 04040013
Oklahoma Small Businass Investments, INc.caweaeaaama.- Oklahoma 'Cit - ORIA e 2\0'.' 85,1033 GI/19-010)
Pacific Coast Capital Corp Latayette, Colif oo - May 4,151 ©fI-0115
Techno Columbng, Ohin.... T L1730 2/0%000
Tniversal SBIG Im New YG!L, N.Yeeoroeeeae Feb, .1.11’“ /20145
Webster Capital Corp-_ Columbis, B.Cevenevameceee Moy 1557 BY/D!

Under the authority vested by the Act
and pursuant to the Regulations promul~
gated thereunder, the surrender of the
licenses is accepfed herewith and, ac-
cordingly, all rights, privileges, and fran-
chises derived therefrom have been

terminated.

{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistanca Pro-
gram No. 59.011, Small Businezs Investment

Companies.)
Dated: November 24, 1976.

- Jomw T. WETTACH,
Associate Administrator for
Finance and Investment.

[FR Doc.76-35418 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

FOURTH STREET ChPHAL CORP.
[Proposal No. 05/05-0113}

Notice of Application for a License as a
Small Business Investment Company

Notice is hereby given of the filing of
an application with the Small Business
Administration (SBA) pursuant to Sec-
ton 107.102 of the SBA. Repulations (13
CFR 107.102 (1976)) by Fourth Street
Capital Corp., 508 Dixie Terminal Build-
ing, Cincinnafi, Ohio 45202 for = license

to operate as a small husiness investment
company (SBIC) under the provisions of
the Small Business Investment Act of
1958 (the Act), as amended (15 U.S.C.
661 el seq.).

The proposed officers, directors and
shareholders are:

Perceat of
Niome * Titl> rropocad
ownlrhlp
Robrt . Leshings, 3509 Precident and 3
Nonh White Trod Clr-  directer.
cle, Clncinnatl, Qhlo
Gary H. Rablncr, 6532 Vhag *'!d':nt 23
Cinciath Okl 205 ‘
0452
David Smlzhu;r. BB .ol . 3
Yong Micodaw  Lane,
Cincinna, Ohlo, 42203,
Emilly Mamzcm. 7 u‘n [ Loweed] a8
East MeMlan, Cincin. codgear
nati, Ohlo43235, m:::;:r

The applicant will begin operations
with a capitalization of $520,000 and will
be a source of equity capital and long
term Ioan funds for qualified small busi-
ness concerns. In addiHon to financinl
assistance, the applicant will provide
mangement services to small concerns.
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Aatters involved in SBA’s consldera-
tion of the application include the gen~
eral business reputation and character
of the proposed owners and management,
and the probability of successfull opsra-
Hons of the new company under their
management, including adequate profit-
ability and financial soundness, in ae-
cordance with the Act and Regulations.

Notice Is further given that any per-
son may, not later than 15 days from the
date of publication of this Notice, sub-
mit written comments on the proposed
SBIC to the Deputy Associzte AGminis-
trator for Investment, Small Business
Adminiztration, 1441 “I” Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20416.

A copy of this notice will be published
in a newspaper of general circulation in
Cincinnati, Ohio.

(Catalo of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram INo. $3.011, Small Business Investmons
Companies.)

Dated: November 24, 19876.

PerEn B McNmsﬁ.
Deputy Associate Administrofor
for Imvestment.

[FR D02.76-35419 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 ara}

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard
[CGD 76-215}

EQUIPMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
MATERIALS

~  Approval Notice

1, Certain Iaws and regulaHons 4§
CFR Chapter I) require that varicus
items of lifesaving, firefichting and mis-
cellaneous equipment, construction, and
materlals used on board vessels subject
to Coast Guard inspzetion, on certzin
motorboats and other recreational ves-
sels, and on the artificial islands and
fired structures on the outer Continentai
Shelf be of types approved by the Com-
mandant$, U.S. Coast Guard. The purpess
of this document Is to notify 21l inter-
ested persons that certain approvals
have been granted as herein described
during the pericd from September 22,
1976 to October 1, 1976 (List No. 23-76).
Theze actions were taken in accordance
with the procedures set forth in 46 CFE
2.75-1 to 2.75-50.

2, The statutory authority for equip-
ment, construction, and matferial ap-
provals is generally set forth in sectinns
367, 375, 390b, 416, 481, 489, 526p, and
1333 of Title 46, United States Code, =
tion 1333 of Title 43, United States Code,
and section 198 of Title 50, United States
Cede. The Secretary of Transportation
has delegated authority to the Com-
mandant, U.S. Coast Guard with respect
to these approvals (49 CFR 1.46(b) ). The
specifications prescribed by the Com-
mondant, U.S. Coast Guard for certain
trpes of equipment, construction, and
materials are set forth in 46 CFR Parts
160 to 164.

3. The approvals listed in this docu-
ment shall be'in effect for a period of 5
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vears from the date of issuance, unless
sooner cancelled or Suspended by proper
authority.

MARINE BUOYANT DEVICE

Approval No. 160.064/25/1, Model No.
818, vinyl dipped unicellular plastic foam
“Man Overboard Buoy”, manufactured
in accordance with U.S.C.G. Specifica~
tion Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD report
file No, MQ 7, Type IV PFD, manu-
factured by Atlantic-Pacific Manfactur-
ing Corporation, 124 Atlantic Avenue,
Brooklyn, New York 11201, effective
September 28, 1976. (It supersedes Ap-
proval No. 160.064/25/1-dated June 19,
1973 to show change of Model No.)

Approval No. 160.064/451/0, child XX-

small, Model No, 6657, vinyl dipped um--

icellular plastic foam “Life Jacket and
Swim Vest”, manufactured in accordance
with U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.
064 and UL/MD report file No. MQ 47,
Type III PFD, manufactured by Medalist
‘Water Sports, 11525 Sorrento Valley
Road, San Diego, California 92121, ef-
fective September 28; 1976. (It super-
sedes Approval No. 160.064/451/0 dated
March 29, 1976 to show change of Model
No.) -

- Approval No. 160.064/452/0, child X-
small, Model No. 6657, vinyl dipped un-
icellular plastic foam “Life Jacket and
Swim Vest”, manufsctured in accord-
ance with U.S.C.G. Specification Sub-
part 160.064 and OL/MD report file No.
MQ 47, Type III PFD, manufactured by
Medalist Water Sports, 11525 Sorrento
Velley Road, San Dlego, California 92121,
effective September 28, 1976. (It super-
sedes Approval No. 160.064/452/0 dated
March 29, 1976 to show change of Model
No.)

Approval No. 160.064/641/0, child
medium, Model No. 6658, vinyl dipped
unicellular  plastic foam “Water Ski
Vest”, manufactured in accordance with
U.8.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
ond UL/MD report file No. MQ 47, Type
III PFD, manufactured by Medalist
Water Sports, 11525 Sorrento Valley
Road, San Diego, California 92121, ef-
fectlve September 28, 1976. (It super-

sedes Approval No. 160.064/641/0 dated

March 30, 1976 to show change of Model
No.)

Approval No. 160.084/771/0, child
medium, Model No. 6658, vinyl dipped
unicellular plastic foam “Water Ski
Vest”, manufactured in accordance with
U.8.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 47, Type
III PFD, manufactured by Medalist
Water Sports, 11525 Sorrento Valley
Road, San Diego, California 92121, ef-
fective September 28, 1976. (It super-
sedes Approval No. 160.064/771/0 dated
March 31, 1976 to show change of Model
No.)

Approval No. 160.064/772/0, adult
medium, Model No. 6658, vinyl dipped
unicellular plastic foam
Vest”, manufactured in accordance with
U.S8.C.G. Sepecification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MO 47, Type
IX PFD, manwfactured by Medalist
Water Sports, 11525 Sorrento Valley

“Water Ski .

NOTICES -

Road, San Diego, California 92121, ef-
fective September 28, 1976. (It super-
sedes Approval No. 160.064/772/0 dated
?anI;Ch 31, 1976 to show change of Model

0. -

Approval No. 160.064/'773/0, sadult
large, Model No. 6658, vinyl dipped uni-
cellular plastic foam “Water Ski Vest”,
monufactured in accordance with
U.S.C.G Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 47, Type
III PFD, manufactured by Medalist
Water Sports, 11525 Sorrento Valley
Road, San Diego, Californna 92121, ef~
fective September 28, 1978. (It super-
sedes Approval No. 160.064/773/0 dated
1\1<T1a,1)‘ch 31, 1976 to show change of Model

0.

Approval No. 160.064/774/0, adult
X-large, Model No. 6658, vinyl dipped
unicellulaxr plastic foam “Water Ski
Vest”, manufactured in accordance with
U.S8.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 47, Type
II PFD, manufactured by Medalist
Water Sports, 11525 Sorrento Valley
Road, San Diego, California 92121, ef-
fective September 28, 1976. (It super-
sedes Approval No. 160.084/774/0 dated
Mgu)-ch 31, 1976 to show change of Model
No.

Approval No. 160.064/1126/0, 19-inch,
Model No. 819, vinyl dipped unicellular
plastic foam “Man Overboard Buoy”,
manufactured in accordance with
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 17, Type
IV PFD, manufactured by Atlantic-
Pacific Manufacturing Corporation, 124
Atlantic Avenue, Brooklyn, New York
11201, effective September 28, 1976.

Approval No. 160,064/1145/0, 15 x 15
inch, Model No. BRI15, cloth covered
unicelluler plastic foam “Buoyant Cush-
ion”, manufactured in accordance with
U.8.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 7, Type
IV PFD, manufactured by Atlantic-
Pacific Manufacturing Corporation, 124
Atlentic Avenue, Brooklyn, New York
11201, effective September 28, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1150/0, adult,
Model No. Ski Pro Tech 1, cloth covered
unicellular plastic foam “Buoyant Vest”,
manufactured in accordance with
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 18, Type
IIX PFD, manufactured by Cypress Gar-
dens Skis, Inc., Hoover Road, P.O. Box
8, Cypress Gardens, Florida 33880, ef-
fective September 28, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1151/0, adult,
Model No. Ski Pro Tech 1, cloth covered
unicellular plastic foam “Buoyant Vest”,
manufactured - in accordance with
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 18, Type
1II PFD, manufactured by Cybress Gar-
dens Skis, Inec., Hoover Road, P.O. Box
8, Cypress. Gardens, Florida 33880, effec-
tive September 28, 1976. -

Approval No. 160.064/1152/0, adult,
Model, Model No. Ski Pro Tech 1, cloth
covered -unicellular plastic foam “Buoy-
ant Vest”, manufactured in accordance
with U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart
160.064 and UL/MD report file No. MQ

.

18; Type UI PFD, manufactured by Cy-
bress Gardens Skis, Inc., Hoover Road,
P.O. Box 8, Cypress Gardens, Florida
33880, effective September 28, 1976,

Approval No. 160.064/1183/0, child,
Model No. NXS, cloth covered unicellu-
lar plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”,
manufactured in accordance with
U.8.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 274, Typo
II PFD, manufactured by Float Gear,
Inc, 707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
fg%t‘ornia 91340, effective September 29,

Approval No. 160.064/1184/0, child,
Model No. NS3, cloth covered unicellulox
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, man-
ufdctured in accordance with U.8.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 274, Type III
PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Ine.,
707B Arroyo Avenue, Son Fernando,
;J;a;lléfonﬂa 91340, effective Seplomber 28,

Approval No. 160.064/1185/0, adult,
Model No. NMS, cloth covered uniceihi-
lar plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”,
manufactured in accordence with
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 274, Type
I PFD, manufactured by Float Gear,
Inc., 70TB Arroyo Avenue, San Fer-
nando, California 91340, effective Sep-
tember 29, 1876. ’

Approval No. 160.064/1186/0, adult,
Model No. NS, cloth covered unicellulox
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, mamu-
factured in accordance with U.8.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.084 and UL/
MD report flle No. MQ 274, Type IIX
PFD, manufactured by Float Geor, Inc,,
707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
?g.nfomia 91340, effective September 29,

Approval No. 160.064/1187/0, adult,
Model No. NM, cloth covered unicelulor
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, menu-
factured in accordance with U.8.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160,064 and UL/
MD report fille No. MQ 274, Type IIX
PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Inc,,
'707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Clal~
ilfgr;'éﬁa, 91340, effective September 20,

Approval No. 160.064/1188/0, adult,
Model No. NL, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, manus-
factured in accordance with U.8.0.G.

-Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/

MD report file No. MQ 274, Type III PIFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Californis
91340, effective ‘September 29, 1076,
Approval No. 160.084/1189/0, adult,
Model No. NXI,, cloth covered unicellilax
plastic foam ““Sport and Ski Vest”, man-
ufactured in accordance with U.8.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report; file No. MQ 274, Type Il PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1076,
Approval No. 160.064/1190/0, child,
Model No, BXS, cloth covered unicellulor
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac«
tured in accordance with U.8.C.G. Spcce-
ification " Subpart 160,084 and UL/MD
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report file No. MQ 274, Type IO PFD,

manufactured by Float Gear, Inc,, 707B .

Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1191/0, child,
Model No. BSS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spec-
ification Subpart 160.0624 and UL/MD
report file No. NMIQ 274, Type III PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1876.
Approval No. 160.064/1192/0, adult,
Model No. BMS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spe-
cificationr Subpart 160.064 and UL/NID
report file No. MQ 274, Type III PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1193/0, adult,
Model No. BS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spe-
:cification Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD
report file No. MQ 274, Type III PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1194/0, adulf,
1MModel No.-BM, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spe-
cification Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD
report file No. MQ 274, Type III PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1195/0, adult,
Model No. BL, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in.accordance with U.S.C.G. Spe-

cification Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD’

report file No. MQ 274, Type TI1I PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1196/0, adult,
Model No. BXL,, cloth covered uniceHular
plastic foam “Boaling Vest”, manuiac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spe-
cification Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD
report file No. MQ 274, Type III PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 107B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, effective September 29, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1197/0,” child,
Model No. NXS, cloth covered unicellu-
Iar plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”,
manufactured in accordance with U.S.
C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064 and
UL/MD report file No. MQ 31, Type IIT
PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Inc.,
707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
California 91340, for Taperfiex of Amer~
ica, 558 Yibrary Street, San Fernando,
California 91341, effective September 29,
1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1198/0, child,
Model No. NSS, cloth covered unicellular
plastig foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, manu-~
factured: in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD repor} file No. MQ 31, Type TII PFD,
manufactured by ¥Float Gear, Inc., 707B

NOTICES

Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperflex of Amerlea, 558
Library Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective September 29, 1976,
Approval No. 160.064/1199/0, adult,
Model No. NMS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, mon-
ufzctured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
11D report file No. MQ 31, Type IXI PFD,
manufectured by Float Gear, Inc., T07E
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperflex of America, 558
Library Street, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, effective September 29, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1200/0, adult,
1Todel Io. NS, cloth coverad unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and ki Vest”, man-
ufactured in accordance with U.8.C.G.

‘specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/

D report file No. MQ 31, Tyre IXPED,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, California
91340, for Taperflex of Amerled. 5§58
Library Street, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, effective September 29, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1201/0, adult,
Model No. NI, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and Sl Vest”, mon-
ufzetured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
1D report file No. MQ 31, Type XI PFD,
moanufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 71078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperflex of Amerlea, 558
Library Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective September 29, 1876. .
Approval No. 160.064/1202/0, adult,
MModel No. NL, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, man-
ufactured in accordance with US.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.06¢ and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 31, Type XIL PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc,, T0TB
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperflex of Amerlea, 558
Library Street, San Fernando, Callfor-
nia 91341, effective September 29, 1876.
Approval No. 160.064/1203/0, adult,
Model No. NXI,, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, man-
ufactured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 31, Type IIT P¥D,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperflex of Amerlcz, 558
Library Street, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, effective September 20, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1204/0, child,
Model No. BXS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with U.5.C.G. Specl-
fication Subpart 160.064 and UL/LID
report file No. MQ 31, Type IO PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc, 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperfiex of Amerlea, 558
Library Street, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, effective September 29, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1203/0, child,
Aodel BSS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spec-
ification Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD
report file No. MQ 31, Type II PFD,
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manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernondo, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperflex of America, 558
Library Street, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, effective September 29, 1576.

Approval No. 160.064/1206/0, adulf,
Model Io. BLIS, cloth covered unicellulor
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with US.C.G. Spec-
dfication Subpart 160.064 and UL/IID
report file No. MQ 31, Type III PID.
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arrovo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Tapzrilex of America, 553
Libroary Streef, San Fernando, Califor-
niz 91341, effective Ssptemker 23, 1875

Approval INo. 160.064/1207/0, adult,
Model No. BS, clotk covered unicellular
plastic foom “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured In accordance with U.S.C.G. Spec-
ification Subpart 160.064 and UL2ID
report file No. MQ 31, Type III PFD,
moanufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nio 91340, for Taperflex of America, 538
Library Strest, San Fernando, Califor-
niz 01341, effective Szptember 29, 1576.

Approval INo. 160.064/1208/0, odnlf,
2odel Wo. BM, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest?, manufac-
tured in accordance with US.C.G. Snzc-
ification Subpart 160.064 and UL/ID
report file Wo. M@ 31, Type IO PED,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nin 91340, for Tapzrflex of America, 538 -
Librory Strect, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, effective Szptzmber 29, 19765.

Approval Io. 160.064/1203/0, adulf,
Model No. BL., cloth covered unicellular
plastie foam “Boating Vest”, manuiac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spec-
ification Subpart 1€0.054 and UL/MD
report file INo. MQ 31, Type IO PFD,
monufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Tapzrflex of America, 558
Library Strect, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, effective Szptember 29, 1576.

Approval No. 160.064/1210/0, adulf.
NModel No. BXL, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foom “Boatine Vest”, monufac~
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Spsc-
ffication Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD
report file IWo. MO 31, Type I PFD.
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., T07B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperflex of America, 553
Library Streat, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91341, efective Szptember 23, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1211/0, child,
Iodel No. TCXS, cloth covered umicel-
Iular plastic foam “Sport and St Vest”,
moanufactured in  accordance +with
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.054
and UL/21D report file No. MQ 167, Tyrne
IIX PFD, manufactured by Float Gear,
Ine., T07TB Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
California 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A.,
558 Librarty Street, San Fernando, Cali-
fornia 91341, effective October 1, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1212/0, child,
Model No. TCSS, cloth covered unicel-
lular plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”,
monufactured in  accordance with
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064
and UL/MD report file No. MQ 167,
Typ2 III PFD, manufactured by Float
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Gear, Inc., 707B Arroyo Avenue, San
Fernando, California 91340, for Taper-
pro U.S.A, 558 Librarty Street, San
Fernando, California 91341, effective Oc~
tober 1, 1976. .

Approval No. 160.064/1213/0, adult,
Model No. TAMS, cloth covered unicellu-
lar plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”,
meanufactured in accordance with U.S.
C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064 and

‘UL/MD report file No. MQ 167, Type IIL

PFD, manufactured by ¥loat Gear, Inc,,
707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
California, 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A,,
558 Library Street, San Fernando, Cali-
fornia 91341, effective October 1, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1214/0, adult,
Model No. TAS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, man-
ufactured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 167, Type II1 PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A., 558 Li-
brary Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective October 1, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1215/0, adult,
Model No. TAM, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and.Ski Vest”, man-
ufactured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 167, Type IIT PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707B
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A., 558 Li-
brary Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective October 1, 1976. .

Approval No. 160.064/1216/0, adult,
Model No. TAL, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”, man-
ufactured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 16'7, Type Il PFD,
manufactured- by Float Gear, Inc., 7078
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A., 558 Li-
brary Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective October 1, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1217/0, adult,
Model No. TAXL, cloth covered unicellu-
lar plastic foam “Sport and Ski Vest”,
manufactured in accordance with U.S,
C.G. Specification Subpart 160.064 and
‘UL/MD report file No. 167, Type III PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707TB
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nia, 91340, for Taperpro .U.S.A., 558
Library Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective October 1, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1218/0, child,
Model No. TBXS, cloth covered unicellu~
lar plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manu~
factured in accordaince with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 167, Type IITI PFD,
manufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 7107TB
Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando, Califor-
nig 91340, for ‘Taperpro U.S.A,, 558 Li~
brary Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective October 1, 1976. .

Approval No. 160.064/1219/0, child,
Model No. TBSS, cloth covered unicellu~-
lar plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manu-
factured in accordance with U.8.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 167, Type III

a -
‘u AR I}
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PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Inc.,
707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
- California 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A.,
558 Library Street, San Fernando, Cali-
fornia 91341, effective October 1, 1976.
Approval No. 160.064/1220/0, aduilt,

Model No. TBMS, cloth covered unicellu- -

lar ‘plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manu-
factured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and UL/
MD report file No. MQ 167, Type III
PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Inc,,
707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
‘California. 91340, for  Taperpro U.S.A.,
558 Library Street, San Fernando, Cali-

- fornia 91341, effective October 1, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1221/0, edult,
Model No. TBS, cloth covered unicellular
plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manufac-
tured in accordance with U.S.C.G. Speci-
fication Subpart 160.064 and UL/MD re-
port file No. MQ 167, Type IO PFD, man-
ufactured by Float Gear, Inc., 707B Ar-
royo Avenue, Sen Fernando, California
91340, for Taperpro U.S.A., 558 Library
Street, San Fernando, California 91341,
effective October 1, 1976.
~ Approval No. 160.064/1222/0, adull,
Model No. TBM, cloth covered unicellu-
lar plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manu-
factured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and
UL/MD report file No. MQ 167, Type III
PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Inc.,
7078 Arroyo Avenue, Sean Fernando,
California 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A.,
558 Library Street, San Fernando, Cali-
fornia 91341, effective October 1, 1976.

. Approval No. 160.064/1223/0, adult,

- Model No. TBXL, cloth covered unicel-

_lular plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manu-~

ufactured in accordance with U.S.C.G,

Specification Subpart 160.064 and
UL/MD report file No. MQ 167, Type III
PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Inc.,
707B Arroyo Avenue, San Fernando,
California 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A.,
558 Library Street, San Fernando, Cali-
fornia 91341, effective October 1, 1976.

Approval No. 160.064/1224/0, adult,
Model No. TBXL, cloth covered unicel-
Iular plastic foam “Boating Vest”, manu-
factured in accordance with U.S.C.G.
Specification Subpart 160.064 and
UL/MD report file No. MQ-167, Type IIT
PFD, manufactured by Float Gear, Inc.,
707B Arroyo Avenue; San Fernando, Cal-
ifornia 91340, for Taperpro U.S.A., 558
Library Street, San Fernando, California
91341, effective October 1. 1976.

" SAFETY VALVES (POWER BOILERS)

Approval No. 162.001/224/0, style HN-
MS-35-6, carbon steel body pop safety
valve, exposed spring, maximum pres-
sure 900 p.si., maximum temperature
650° F., approved for sizes 135/, 2*/,235"’,
3’’, and 4”’, manufactured by Crosby-
Ashton, Wrentham, Massachusetts
02093, effective September 24, 1976. (It
supersedes- Approval No. 162.001/224/0
dated August 11, 1971.)

Approval No. 162.001/225/0, style HN-
MS-36-6, carbon steel body pop “safety
valve, exposed spring, maximum pressure
850 p.s.i., maximum temperature 750° F.,

- DB--50

approved for sizes 134’7, 27,277, 3%, und
4’’, manufactured by Crosby-Ashion,
Wrentham, Massachusetts 02093, effcc<
tive September 24, 1976. (It supersedes
Approval No. 162.001/225/0 dated August
11, 1971.)

Approval No. 162.001/267/0, Crocby
style HIN-MS-65-9 nozzle type safety ro-
Hef valve, Crosby Dwg. B49675 dated Feb-
ruary 15, 1966, revised January 9, 1076,
approved for a meximum pressure of
1200 psdi.g. at 650° ¥, inlet; ize 3’7, man-
ufactured by Crosby Valve snd Gage
Company, Wrentham, Massachusetts
02093, effective September 24, 1976. (It
supersedes Approval No. 162.001/26%/1
dated August 11, 1971.)

SAFETY RELIEF VALVES, LIQUEFIED
COMPRESSED GiAS

Approval No. 162.018/74/0, Lonergan
D-10 Series (D-10D thru'D-10R), D-12
Series (D-12D thru D-12R), D-20 Series
(D-20D thru D-20R), D-22 Series (D=
22D thru D-22R) Safety Rellef Valves,
manufactured by J. E. Lonergan Com-
pany, P.O: Box 6167, Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvanis, 19115, effective Scptember 24,
1976. (It supersedes Approval No. 162.-
018/7470 dated September 2, 1971.)

Approval No. 162.018/75/0, Lonergan
DB-30 Series (DB-30F thru DB-30R),
DB-32 Series (DB-32F thru DB-32R),
DB-33 Series (DB-33F thru DB-33R),
Series (DB-50F thru DB-50R),
DB-52 Series (DB-52F thru DB-52R).
DEB-53 Series (DB-53F thru DB-53R)
Safety Rellef Valves, manufactured by
J. E, Lonergan Company, P.O. Box 6164,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 19115, effec-
tive September 24, 1976. (It supersedes
Approval No. 162.018/75/0 dated Septem- .
ber 2, 1971.)

Approval No. 162.018/76/0, Lonergan
DB-10 Serles (DB-10F thru DB-10R),
DB-12 Serles (DB-12F thru DB-12R),
DB-20 Series (DB-20F thru DB-20R),
DB-22 Series (DB-22F thru DB-22R)
Safety Relief Valves, monufectured by
J. E. Lonergan Company, P.O, Box 6167,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19115, effec~
tive September 24, 1976, (It supersedes
Approvsal No. 162.018/76/0 dated Septem-
ber 2, 1971

Approval No. 162.018/77/0, Lonergan
D-30 Series (D-30D thru D-30R)Y, D-32
Series (D-32D thru D-32R), D-33 Serles,
(D-33D thru D-33R), D-50 Serles (D-
50D thru D-50R), D-52 Series (D-52D
thru D-52R), D-53 Series (D-53D thru
D-53R) Safety Rellef Valves, manufac-
tured by J. E. Lonergan Company, P.O.
Box 6167, Philadelphie, Pennsylvania
19115, effective September 24, 1976. (It
supersedes Approval No. 162.018/77/0
dated September 2, 1971.)

BACKFIRE FLAME CONTROL, GASOLING EN-
GINES; FLAME ARRESTERS; FOR MERCHANT
VESSELS AND MOTORBOATS

Approval No. 162.041/44/0, Volvo back-
fire flame arrester assembly without
spacer flange identified as Model 825681
or with spacer flange identified as Model -
834418, assembly consists of an arresting

- element; housing and cover with an

optional spacer flange and hose attach«
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ment, manufactured by Velvo-Penta of
America, Inc., P.O. Box 1546, Chesapeake,
Virginia 23320 formerly Chrysler Corpo-
ration, eﬁ‘ectxve September 24, 1976. (It
supersedes Approval No. 162. 041/44/0
dated September 16, 1975 to show minor
changes.)
Approval No. 162.041/134/0, Volvo-
Penta fame control device, stainless steel
cover, brass elements 0.016° thick, Model
No. 886662, shown on Volvo-Penta dwegs.
886662, 886600, 824663, 827004, 824699,
824915 through 824920, and 824734, this
approval is for flame arresting elements
and housing only, carburetor assembly is
not ineluded, identicel to U.S.C.G. Ap-
proval No. 162.041/113/0 with air inlet
silencer added, inlet air silencer is for
dual carburetor engine, manufactured by
Volvo-Penja of America, Inc., P.O. Box
1546, Chesapeake, Virginia- 23320 effec-
tive September 24, 1976. (b supersed&s
Approval No. 162.041/134/0 dated Au-
gust 11, 1971)
. Dated: November 22, 1976.
W. M. BENKERT,
Rear Admiral, United Siates
Coast Guard, Chief, Office o}
IMerchant Marine Safety.
[FR Doc:76-35006 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

’

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration
[Docket No, IP76-11; Notice 1]
PREVOST CAR, INC.

Petition for Exemption From Notice and
Recall for Inconsequential Noncompliance

Prevost Car, Inc. of Ste. Claire, Que-
bee, Canada, has petitioned to be ex-
empted from the notification and
remedy requirements of the National
Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act

_ {15 U.S.C. 1381, et seq.) for an apparent

noncompliance with 49 CFR 571.217,

‘Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 217,
° Bus Window Retention and Release, on

the basis that it is inconsequential as it
relates to motor vehicle safety.
Paragraph $5.2.1 of Standard No. 217

requires in part that the emergency roof .

exit on a bus with a GVWR of more
than 10,000 pounds provide “an opening
large enough to admit unobstructed pas-
sage, keeping a major axis horizontal at
all times, of an elhpsmd generated by
rotating about its minor axis an ellipse
having a major axis of 20 inches and a
minor axis of 13 inches.” The ellipsoid
simulates the cross section of the human

~ body. This_requirement must be met

when the bus is .overturned on either
side. The rectangle formed by the Prevost
opening should have had its long sides
(24 inches) parallel to the sides of the
bus but- instead the short sides 117
inches) are parallel to it. This means
that the ellipsoid (20 inches) fails by a
margin of 11%5.inches on each side to pass
through the emergency roof exit.
Petitioner’s argument-that the non- -
compliance is inconsequential as it re-
lates to motor vehicle safety is that al-
though the width of this_ opening is 3
inches foo narrow, there is a compensa-
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tion in that the height of the opening
is 11 inches greater than is required.
Petitioner has submitted photozraphs
showing three different human subjects
exiting through both the noncompliant
opening and one that meets the mini-
mum requirements of Standard No. 217,
which it believes demonstrates that it is
“easier, safer, and ifaster to ezcape”
through the Prevost opening. These
photographs are available for examina-
tion in the agency's docket room, as in-
dicated below.

Petitioner has not yet supplied the
number, model, and production period of
the buses involved but has been asked to
do so. This material will be filed in the
docket when it is received.

This notice of receipt of a petition is
published under section 157 of the Na-
tional Trafiic and Motor Vehicle Safety
Act (15 U.S.C. 1417) and does not repre-
sent any agency decision or other ex-
ercise of judgment concerning the merits
of the petition.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written data, views and arguments
on the petition of Prevost Car, Inc. de-
seribed above. Comments should refer to
the docket number and be submitted to:
Docket Section, National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration, Room 5108,
: 400 Seventh Street, SW,, Washington,
‘D.C. 20590, It is requested but not re-
quired that five copies be submitted.

All comments received before the cloze
of business on the comment closing date
indicated below will be considered. The
application and supporting materials,
and all comments received after the
closing date will also be filed and will be
considered to the extent possible. When
the petition is granted or denied, notice
will be published in the FEpErAL REGISTER
pursuant to the authority indicated be-
low.

Comment closing date: January 3,
19717.

(Sec. 102, Pub. L. 93-492, 88 Stat. 1470 (16
U.S.C. 1417); delegations of authority at 49
CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8.)

Issued on November 24, 1976.

RoserT L. CARTER,
Associate Administrator,
Blotor Vehicle Programs.

[FR Docr.76-35234 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No, IP76-12; Notice 1]
SEBRING VANGUARD, INC.

Petition for Exemption From Notice and
Recall for Inconsequential Noncompliance

Sebring «Vanguard, Inc, from its na-
tional sales office at Columbigz, Maryland,
has petitioned to be exempted from the
notification and remedy requirements of
the National Trafiic and Afotor Vehicle
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.) for
an apparent noncompliance with 49
CFR 571.208, Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard No. 208, Occupant Crash Pro-
tection, on the basis that it is inconse-
quential as it relates to motor wvehicle
safety.

.
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Standard No. 208 requires seat belt
assemblies to adjust by means of an
emergency-locking or automatic-locking
retractor. Petitioner has reported that it
monufactured 1,576 CitiCar passenger
cars between January 24, 1975, and Au-
eust 7, 1976, with seat belt assemblies
lacking the required retractors. In sup-
port of its petition Sebring Vanguard
cited “the small number of vehicles in
use by the public” and the adverse finan-
cial impact-upon the company that a
notification and remedy campaign would
entail. Conforming assemblies, however,
are available and xvill be used in future
production. Finally, the company he-
leves that it is making a contribution to
the development of a practical alferna-
tive to the internal combustion engine by
marketing its electric vehicle.

This notice of receipt of.a pztition is
published under section 157 of the Na-
tional Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety
Act (15 U.S.C. 1417) and does not repre-
sent any agency decision or other exer-
clse of judement concerning the merits
of the petition. A

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written data, views'and arguments on
the petition of Sebring, Vanguard, Inc.,
deseribed above. Comments should refer
to the docket number and be submitfed
to: Docket Section, National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, Room
5108, 400 Seventh Street, SW., Washing
ton, D.C. 20590. It is requested but not re-
quired that five copies be submitted.

All comments received hefore the close
of businezs on the comment closing date
Indicated below will be considered. The
application and supporting maferials,
and all comments received after the clos-
Ing date will also be filed and will be
considered to the extent possible. When
the petition is granted or denied, notice
will be published in the FEperar. REGISTER
gglrsuant to the authority indicated

ow.

Comment closing date: January 3, 1977.

(Sece. 102, Pub. L. 93492, 83 Stat. 1470 (15
US.C. 1417); delezations of authority at 49
CFR 1.50 and 43 CFR §01.8.)

Issued on November 24, 1976.

ROBERT L. CARTER,
Associate Administrator,
Motor Vehicle Programs.,

[FR D0¢.73-35233 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am}

Ofifice of the Secretary
. TRANS-ALASKA CRUDE OIL PIPELINE .
Decision on Petition for Waiver of Girth
Weld Regulations
' [OPSO Dacket No. 76-12W; Notice 6]
I. BACKGROUND

A. Imtroduction. In January 1953 oil
was discovered at Prudhce Bay on the
northern slope of Alaska. The Prudhoe
Bay fleld, which stretches about 30 milés
east-west and as much as 12 miles north-
south, consists of three different oil res-
ervolrs at depths between 5,500 and 10,-
500 feet. Recoverable reserves from the
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Prudhoe oil pool are estimated at 9.6
billion barrels of oil and 26 trillion cubic
feet of gas. }

In June 1969 application was made to
the Department; of the Interior (DOI) for
a right-of-way permit to build a pipeline
across Federal Iands in Alaska. In De-
ceraber 1969 the National Environmental ~
Policy Act (NEPA) was enacted. It re-
quires each agency of the Federal Gov-
ernment, before taking action which
might have an impact on the environ-
ment, to consider alternative courses of
action and, after soliciting the views of
other Federal agencies which have juris--
diction over the environmental matters
involved, to publish 3 statement describ-
ing fully the environmental impact as-
sumed to result from the proposed action
to be taken.

In March 1970 a group of private con-
servation organizations filed a lawsuit
against the Secretary of the Interior in
the U.S. District Court for the District
of Columbia. A .preliminary injunction
was granted in April 1970 restraining the
Secretary of the Interior from issuing a
permit for construction of the pipeline
unt;;il the requirements of NEPA were '
met.

During 1971 DOI prepared and proc-
essed a draft environmental impact
statement. In March 1972 the Secretary
of the Interior issued the final environ-
mental impact statement and in May
1972 announced his intention to issuethe
construction permit. ’

On August 1972 the U.S. District Court
for the District of Columbia ruled fhat
the environmental impact statement
“reasongbly met -all requirements” of
NEPA and lifted the injunction prohibit-
ing the issuance of the pipeline permits.
The environmental groups appealed to
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District
of Columbig Circuit., On -February 9,
1973, the Court of Appeals reversed the
District Court ruling and ordered the
District Court to reinstate the injunction
because the Secretary’s perinit had ex-
ceeded the width of the right-of-way
permitted under the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920.

Following that decision, Congress de-
bated the merits of the proposed pipeline
during the spring and summer of 1973.
On November 16, 1973, Public Law 93153
was enacted amending the Mineral Leas-
ing Act of 1920 to increase the width of
the right-of-way that the Secretary of
the Interior could grant and authorizing
construction of the trans-Alaska, pipeline
system (TAPS). Title II of Public Law
93-153 directed the Secretary and other
appropriate Federal offices and agencies
to issue and take all necessary action fo
administer and enforce rights-of-way,
permits, leases, and other authorizations -
necessary for, or related to, the construe-
tion, operation, and maintenance of the
TAPS, including roads ‘and airstrips, as

1Agreement and Grant of Right-of-Way
for Trans-Alasks Pipeline between the United
States of America and Amerada Hess Cor-
poration, et al’” U.S. Government Printing
Office: 1974-530-013.
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that system is generally described in the
final environmental impact statement is-
sued<by DOI on March 20, 1972.

On January 12, 1974, the Secretary of
the Interior and the seven owner oil com-
panies signed the Agreement and Grant
of Right-of-Way for the TAPS.: The
owner oil companies formed the Alyeska
Pipeline Service Company (Alyeska), a
consortium to design, construct, and op-
erate the pipeline. Those seven “original
permittees” have increased to eight, with
a resulting shift in the original owner-
ship shares. The new owner was British
Petroleum Pipelines, Inc. (BR), which
had previously exercised its interest
through Sohio Pipe Line Company.

The original and current ownership of
Alyeska is as follows: .

HIn percent]

Owiter eomapanics Original Current

chare share

Sobio Pipe Line Co..... 22,08 333
ARCO Pipe Line Co 2%, 0% 21.00
Exson Pipeline Co-.. 25.52 20.00
BP Pipelines, INCa meee e vmemmmmeece oo 15,81
Mobii Alaska Pipeline Co- 63 3.00
Union Pipeline Co. . 3.32 146
Phillips Petroleum Co.. - 3.32 165
Amerada Hess Corpr.cnvveecvaanee. 3.00 1350

Totalecn oo avenmmnnce o 160.00 100.00

"The TAPS is a 48-inch diameter, 840~
mile long pipeline traversing Alaska from
the northern slope at Prudhoe Bay to the
ice-free port of Valdez on the southern
coast. The pipeline traverses 574 miles of
Federal land (72 percent of the route),
187 miles of State of Alaska land (23 per-
cent), and 39 miles of private lands (5
percent) . The pipeline initially will have
eight pump stations.and will deliver
800,000 barrels per day. Within six
months the flow rate will be increased to
1,200,000 barrels per day. The maximum
capacity of the line (2,000,000 barrels
per day, or approximately 10 percent of
United States daily consumption) would
require a total of 12 pump stations. At
present, however, there are not any firm
plans to install those -four additional
pump stations.

The pipefor the main line was manu-
factured in Japan in 1970 in approxi-
mately 100,000 40-foot and 60-foot sec-
tions. At plants in Fairbanks and Val-
dez, Alyeska welded most of the 40-foot
sections into 80-foot sections before dis-
tributing them to the pipeline right-of-
way.

As in the case of all pipeline construe-
tion projects, the fask of connecting
some 60,000 sections of 48-inch™ pipe
under field conditions includes proce-
dures for control of the quality of weld-
ing operations because the consequences
of an improperly-made weld could be
substantial. The rupture of an oil or gas
pipeline under pressure is a potential
threat fo the personal safety -of anyone
in the vicinity, can cause property dam-~
age and, of course, results in the eco-
nomic loss of the petroleum or gas. Of
primary importance in the TAPS, how-
ever, is the potential damage to some of

our most pristine geography. Approxi-
mately half the 800-mile pipeline 1s bur-

-ied, half is elevated. It is buried in per-
‘mafrost, crosses umspoiled rivers and

streams, and scales hizh mountains ag it
follows a route through spectacular flood
plains, around glaajers and through ple-
turésque canyons.

B. Summary of weld defect problem.
The asreement and Grant of Right-Of«
Way executed by Alye:zko and DOI stipu-
lates, among other things, that Alyeskn
shall desien, construct, and operate the
pipeline in accordance with Department
of Transportation (DOT) safety stand-
ards. Under the authority of the Trang-
portation of Explosives Act (18 USC 831
35), the Office of Pipeline Soafety Opeora-
tions (OPSO) in the Materiols Trang-
portation Burean (MTB) of DOT hag
established safety repulations for the
design, construction, operation, and
maintenance of pipelines operated by
carriers engaged in interstate and for-
eign commerce which transport lquid
hazardous materials, including petro
leum and petroleumn products (49 CFR
Part 195).

The DOI-Alyeske apreement imposes
two requirements that exceed the re-
quirements of DOT pipeline safety regu-
lations. First, DOT requires that the
quality of the girth welds of a liquid pipe-
line be.tested by one of o variety of non-
destructive inspection methods (49 CFR
195.234(a) ). ‘The DOI-Alyesks contract
specifies that such nondestructive test-
ing on the.main line be performed by
means of radiography. Secondly, the
DOT regulations require that only 10
percent of a welder’s daily output be
tested nondestructively, except in the
case of welds under rivers, streams, and
other bodies of water, under rail and
highway rights-of-way, and other spec~
ified locations, where 100 percent test-
ing is required (49 CFR 195.234(d) and
(e)). DOI has required that all mainline
girth welds be tested.

The possibility of a problem regarding
the field girth weld quality flrst came to
the attention of OPSO in early Septem-
ber 1975, when Peter Kelley sued his
former employer, Ketchbaw Industrles.
Ketchbaw was the contractor providing

‘radiographie inspection of girth welds on

the sections of the pipeline south of the
Yukon River. (The pipeline is divided in~
to five construction sections. Ketclibaw
did the radiography in Sections 1, 2 and
3.) The suit alleged falsification of some
radiographs by Eetchbaw.

On an inspection trip made during the
last two weeks in September 1975, OPSO
was informed of Alyveska’s efforts to
audit the radiographs of girth welds. ‘The
purpose of this audit was to determine
how many welds did not have a cor-
responding radiographic record and how
many welds failed to meet DOT stand-
ards for quality. On-October 31, 1975,
OPSO recelved the Alyeske sudit report
for Section 3 of the pipellne. About tho
time of the receipt of the first audib re-
porf, OPSO was advised that the audit

would extend to the entire pipeline,
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‘Field girth welding of the pipeline was
essentially halted due to winter condi-
tions from November 1975 to March 1976.
During the last week in March, DOT was
informed by DOI that the Alyeska audit
was nearing completion and that a large
number of welds and radiographs were
found to be irregular. In early April, DOT
wrote to DOX:-and to Alyeska requesting
a complete briefiing on the weld quality
problem. .

In response to this reguest, a meeting
was held in Anchorage on May 4 and 5,
1976, at which representatives of DOI,
the State of Alaska, Alyeska, and DOT
were present. The scope, procedures and
results of the audit were summarized.
The complete audit’ covered the esti-

- mated 30,800 radiographs of girth welds

taken in 1975. The radiographs had been
read and reinterpreted and identifying
features of each of the radiographs had
been put into a computerized data bank.
The audit identified 3,955 girth weld-ir-
regularities.

The girth weld irregulavities were
separated into two general categories.
‘The first category concerned missing, in~
complete, duplicale, or otherwise de-
fective radiographs of certain welds.
The second category concerned welds
which, as a result of the Alyeska audit,
were found to be in violation of DOT reg-~
ulations. The DOT regulations in 49 CFR
195.226 require repair of arc burns and
in 49 CFR 195.228 require that welds be
in accordance with Section 6 of Amer-
ican Petroluem Institute Standard 1104
for Welding Pipelines and Related Facil-
ities (13th ed. 1973) (API 1104), which is
incorporsted by reference in the regula-
tions. The majority of the weld irregu-
larities which fell into the second cate-
gory are welds which, because of size or
type of defect, did not meet the standards
of acceptability established by Section 6
of API 1104, as referenced in 49 CFR
195.228. - .

As a result of its gudit, Alyeska in
May 1976 initiated g remedial weld pro~
gram to repair, replace, or reradiograph

_ eachof the 3,955 irregularities.

On August 5, 1976, Alyeska announced
in a news_ release thaf it “will apply at
this time for exceptions to strict pipeline
weld- specifications for 11 welds buried
beneath rivers” and “that other applica-
tions may be filed later.” Alyeska also in-
dicated in that news release that in
support of its petition, it would present
the results of tests being conducted by
or for the British Welding Institute
(BWD. Those tests were intended to
establish fracture foughness of girth
welds and parent metal by use of the
crack opening displacement (COD)
method, and impact toughness by use of
the Charpy-V-nofch test. The maiterial

. properby values are needed for and were

used in a fracture mechanics analysis in-

~tended to estimate the effects of weld

faws of various types and dimensions on
the risks of crack formation and crack
Ppropagation. L

In order to assist in the evaluation of
fracture mechanics, OPSO, early in July
1976, contracted with the National
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Bureau of Standards (NBS) to prepare
an of test procedures and
methodology used by Alyeska and an
assessment of the adequacy of the statis-
tical data base accrued in the course of
their tests. NBS was also requested to
provide its evaluation of any submitted
fracture mechanics analysls, specifically
including provision for safety margins
taking into consideration defect measure-
ment uncertainties, projected normal op-
erating conditions, abnormal loading,
fatigue eyeling, corrosion fatigue cycling,
anticipated temperature ranges, and
other environmental conditions.

On August 12, 1976, OPSO issued o
public notice stating that Alyeska had

-advised DOT that it expected to petition

for waivers of provisions of DOT’s pipe~
line safety regulations applicable to girth
welds on the TAPS (41 FR 34375, Au~
gust 13, 1976), and that it was anticl-
pated that the petition would be sup-
ported by a fracture mechanics analysis.
Accordingly, in that notice OPSO set
forth a preliminary determination of the
information and data required for
processing any request for a waiver to
allow girth weld defects or are burns not
presently allowed by 49 CFR Part 195,
Subpart D, on the basls of a fracture
mechanics concept. In that same notice
it was announced that NBS was serving
as technical consultant to OPSO and that
NBS evaluations and analyses would be
made part of the record of proceceding on
any petition that Alyeska would file that
relies upon the fracture mechanics anal-
ysis. OPSO was given technical advice by
NBS in the formulation of the conditions
for o waiver included in the notice, in-
cluding preliminary guidelines specl{ying
safety factors to be applied to the
measurements of defects of two forlensth
ang depth, and an additional safety fac-
tor of two for depth of planar defects
when determined from radiographs.

Daocket Wo, 76-12W was established by
OFSO at that time to recelve any writ-
ten views or comments that interested
persons wished to submit concerning the
general discussion of the anticipated
waiver petition, the statement of evalua-
tion reguirements or the description of
the required information and data set
forth in that notice. Persons planning to
file comments on that notice or on the
anticipated petition who wished to be
served with copies of future potices Is-
sued by OPSO in the matter were in-
vited to file requests to be placed on the
Notice Mailing List for Dockeb No. 76~
12W.

On September 1, 1976, Alyeska filed a
petition for exemption from the require~
ments of 49 CFR 195.228 and 48 CFR
195.226 for 612 individual welds in the
TAPS. OPSO issued a public notice of
that petition® In support of its petition,
Alveska ascerted that:

. . . the material trancmitted in support
of this petition demonstrates that the
presence of the discontinuities in the welds
for which exemptions are requested dees not

241 ¥R 38810, September 13, 18706,
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jeopardize the integrity of either the welds
involved or the plipeline system as a whole
and, further that {¢ is not in the national
interest to escavate thece welds to perform
repalrs necessary to place them in sirict
compliance with applicable regulations. The
welds for which exemptions are . . . requested
only nominally fafl {0 meet the dimensional
Imitations of applleable regulations. It
would cerve no useful purpose to regquire
remediol, work to lterslly comply with the
requlations when the remedial work will not
contribute fo the strength of the welds nor
to the intezrity of the Pipeline System.”

With respect to the fracture mechanies
study submitted in support of its pefition,
Alyeska stated:

That Study proposes alternative allowr-
able flays for all types of weld discontinui~
ties, other than cracks. The Study supports
the propozed alternative allowable weld finws
by fracture mechanics analyzes using the
worst case fatigue stress spectrum. The crack
growth analyses in the Study account for
hoth cyclie and sustained stresses in the
most deleterlous cervice environments and
temperatures which will be present during
operation of the Trans-Alasta Pipeline
System.

The final output of the Study at Part 3
* * * conslsts of proposed asllowable flaw
sfze disgrams plotting weld discontinuity
depth versus weld dizcontinuity length In
accord with Requirement X of the Notice
[Froonan Reststen Notice of Anticipated Poti-~
tion for Walver (41 PR -34375, August 13,
16763}, which incorporates multiple safety
factors yresulting in highly conservative flaws,
We reguest that discontinuities with dimen~
sfons which fall below the applicable curie
be necepted under Requirement X of the No-
tice without Turther remedial work and that
exemptlons from the requirements of ap~
plcable regulations ba granted with respect
to all welds Identificd in Appendix X contzin~
ing such dizcontinuitics,

The petition requested that Parts 1.
2, and 3 of Alyeska's “Fracture Me~
chanics Study of Buried Girth Welds” b2
made part of the record in this proceed-
ing. The 612 welds were represented by
Alyesks to have disconfinuities deter-
mined by radiozraphs fo b2 in excess of
the standards for acceptable welds sef
forth in Section 6 of APY 1104, incorpo-
rated by reference in 48 CFR 195228, or
deviations from the standards in 43 CFR
195.226 relating to arc burmns.

On Segptember 10, 1376, Alyeska sub~
mitted the fourth and final part of ifs
fracture mechanies study and requested
that it be made a part of the petition for
walver. In that submission, Alyeska al:o
presented a discussion of the safefy fae~
tors OPSO required for consideration of
o petition in the August 13 notice (41 FR
343757 . Alyeska stated that:

It ceems apprapriate ¢ # = either (1) that
the multiple cafety factors be replaced by o
single factor applied to both dimensions of
tho critical defect slze caleulated from all of
the worst cace condltions, the magnituds of
which chould he in the order of 1.5 or 2, or
(2) that calculated defect depth be limited
in all cases to the depth of one weld layer,
f.e., 0.030 inch, including all safety factors.

Subsequently OPSO issued three more
public notices concerning the status of
the Departmental evaluation of this pe~

.
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titlon® The notice of October 7
announced that the comment period had
been reopened to the close of business-on
October 28, 1976, and that the Deputy
Secretary of Transportation would con-
duct a public hearing on that date. The
purpose of the hearing would be to de~
termine (1) whether a fracture mechan-
ics analysis can properly serve as an al-
ternate to 49 CFR Part 195 for these
welds and, if so, (2) whether the
docketed material provides a valid basis
for applying a fracture mechanics an-
alysis to the girth welds identified in the
petition. | -

The original number of 612 welds listed
in Alyeska's September 1 petition was re-
duced through periodic withdrawals
made by Alyeska to reflect repairs com~
pleted under its remedial weld program.
Alyeska, by letters dated September 10,
16, and 24; QOctober 1, 8, 13, 19, and 28;
and November 4 and 24, submitted re-
vised Ilists showing the welds which were
repaired since the previous submission.
As of November 18, 34 unrepaired welds
and arc burns remained. Table T cate-
gorizes the type of defects, their location
on the circumference of the girth weld,
the gdographical location and the en~
vironmental aspects of that Iocation.*

On October 1, 1976, NBS hriefed DOT
regarding its work, and described the
information obtained and the current
status of the NBS fracture mechanics
analysis and weld defect measurement
assessment for the girth welds up to that
time, In addition NBS provided a writ-
ten preliminary report summarizing that
briefing for the docket. The final, two
volume, report titled “Consideration of
Fracture Mechanics Analysis and Defect
Dimension Measurement; Assessment for
the 'Trans-Alaska Oil Pipeline Girth
Welds (NBSIR-76-1154) " was-submitted
to OPSO an October 18, 1976.

In addition to technical support from
NBS, a panel of five experts (Panel) was
convened on October 21 and 22 to assist
DOT in evaluating fracture mechanies
as a technique in determining the struc-
tural integrity of the TAPS. The panel
of experts and their areas of expertise
were: Dr. Herbert T, Corten, Professor
of Theoretical and Applied Mechanies,
University of Illinois (expert in fracture
mechanics analysis); Dr. Matthew
Creager, President of Del West Asso-
ciates (expert in fracture mechanics
analysis and testing); Dr. Robert C.
McMaster, Regents Professor of Welding
and Electrical Engineering, Ohio Stafe
University (expert in metallurgy, weld-
ing, nondestructive testing and radiog-
raphy) ; Dr. Warren F. Savage, Professor
of Metallurgy and Director of Welding
Research, Rensselaer Polytechnic Insti-
tute (expert in metallurgy and welding) ;
and Edward Criscuolo, Naval Surface
‘Wezpons Center (expert in welding and
radiography). '

e

341 FR 41737, September 23; 41 FR 44207,
October 7; and 41 FR 46488, October 21, 1976.

sTables and graphs referred to in the body
of this document are contained in the
Appendix,
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A draft report of the Panel's evalua-
tion entitled “Report of Panel on Frac~
ture Mechanics as 8 Method for Evalu-
ating the Structural Integrity of the
Girth Welds on the Trans-Alaska Pipe-

Hne,” and dated October 25, 1976, was .

placed in the docket on that date. The
Panel’s final report, yarying only edito-
rially from its draft report, was subse~

- quently placed in the docket.

C. Environmental considerations. A
broad range of environmental issues was
raised during the planning and con-~
struction of the pipeline, One major con-
cern is protection against an oil spill
when the pipeline is in operation. In this
regard the environmental concern about
pipeline construction quality is virtually
identical to the safety concern, and max-
imum environmental protection should
be achieved by continued assurance that
the structural integrify of the pipeline is
not compromised during construction.

A second category of environmentsl
aspects concerns construction effects,
arising principally from the disturbance
or destruction of portions of the natural
environment along the pipeline route.
Specific construction impacts include
erosion, siltation, fish and wildlife dis-
ruption, water quality, tundra destruc-
tion, and melting of permafrost. In gen-
eral these impacts do not appear to be
especially severe, in view of the magni-
tude of the pipeline project and the vast-
ness of the area through which it passes,
coupled with care exercised by Alyeska
in the construction work.

While the overall quality of Alyeska's
work and the degree of its adherence to
the stipulations affects each of these
areas, the major concemns involved in
any program of identifying end correct~
ing weld defects are impacts on marine
life in various streams. There 1s agree~
ment among environmenial specialists
that fisheries impacts are the major
problem in this area. There is not agree-
ment as to the degree of seriousness. On
the one side it is claimed that the im-
pacts of digging up pipe from stream
beds for inspection and correction of
defects can be achleved without serious
degradation of fisheries if the stipula-
tions are followed carefuly, particularly
by scheduling work within established
“fish windows.” *

Others argue that the impacts of de-
fect corrections on fisheries may be se-
vere. They note that substantial under-
water excavation—with .consequent sil-
tation—could be required, up to 35’ deep
in some cases with 3:1 or 4:1 side slopes.
They also note that it would be impos-
sible to do this work within established

fish windows and still meet the schedule

¢ Fish windows are those periods when con-
structio can be undertaken in a given
stream with little or no damage to its native
fish. In some streams the annusl fish win~
dow may be as short as one month; in others
it may be much. longer. Depending on the
locetion of the stream and the species inhab~
iting it, the fish window may occur at vir-
tually any time of the year.

-

for commencement of pipeline operne
tions in 1977. For some streams with
possible defective welds, the 1976 fish
window has already passed. This position
(Alyeska’s) also emphasizes the possi
bility of damage (some of which may go
undetected) to the pipeline during the
identification or correction processes,
with consequent lessening of the integ-
rity of the pipeline, Alyeska's répresenta-
tives also argue that all understream
crossing sections were hydrotested at the .
time of their construction.’

Under the latter view, where the de~
fects are “minor” and not thought to
pose a threat to the integrity of the line,
or where it is simply o matter of checking
for possible defects, the srgument ad-
vanced by Alyeska is that the cure could
prove worse than the supposed illness,

IL. DeCISION

On the basis of o comprehensive ro-
view of all relevant material gathered
during the decisionmaking process, and
after careful deliberation and consulta-
tion with DOT experts, I have decided for
the reasons set forth below to grant ex-
emptions from complance with DOT
welding standards 49 CFR 195.226 and |
195.228 for three specific girth welds of
the TAPS and to deny exemptions for
the remaining 31 girth welds listed in the
Alyesks waiver request and not yet re-
paired by Alyeska. °

The three welds for which exemptior
are granted, weld numbers 80001C,
90008R, and 90021 in the Alyeska peti-
tion, contoin a total of seven known de~
fects. 'The three welds are located in the
area of the crossing of the Middle Fork
of the Eoyukuk River.

The Middle Fork is located in the
Yukon River drainage basin north of the
Arctic Circle. The river iz s typleal
“braided” stream with one or more chan~
nels flowing through gravel or rocky
areas and with frequent shifts or mean-
ders of the main channel. The river sup-
ports populations of several fish specles,
The fish population is considered to be
critically sensitive to disturbances in the
river during the perfod from Aprll 1 to
QOctober 30, and somewhat sensitive year
round.

The three welds are burfed ot a depth
of approximately 17 feet. They are not
located within the lHmits of the present

‘stream channel, although this could

change as the channel shifts during the
coming winter. Beeause of & high water
table and the nature of the stream bed,
any repeirs of these welds would require
large bell holes and considerable risk of
siltation to the stream and congequent
impact on the fish population. It ap~
pears, therefore, that a decision not to

¢ Although the preixést allation hydrotest of
river sections does not sotisfly tho require«
ments of DOT regulations, before the plpo«
line can be operated all such sootlons will be
subjeoted to snother hydrotest which meoty
the reguirements in 40 CFR Part 106, Suh«
part E.
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grant the requested exemptions for these
three welds would resultin some adverse
environmental fmpact, while the decision
to grant the exemptions +rill not have
any adverse environmental impacts on
the stream or its fish population if the
known defects do nof present o risk of
failure of the girth welds.

On the basis of the results of expert
engineering analyses and conservative
measurements and predictions, I have
determined that the existence of the
identified defects does not constitute a
risk of failure at those connecting points
during the expected lifetime of the pipe-
Iline. I have concluded, therefore, that
reexcavation to repair those welds, with
its attendant impact on the ecology of
the river, is not Tecessary.

Of the 31 remaining anrepaired welds
in the Alyeska pefition, eight were found
to be unacceptable and 21 were found to
be acceptable on the bagsis of the fracture
mechanics analysis. Two welds were not
evaluated because defect dimensions
were not provided. Thus, in addition to
the three welds under the XKoyukuk
River, only 21 welds not yet repaired
might have been accepted. DOT has been
informed, however, that the excavation
has been complefed fo expose those 21
welds in preparation for their repair,
(The eight unacceptable and two un-
evaluafted welds have also been re-
excavated for repair.) As & tonsequence,
most of the environmental and cost im-
pacts of reexcavation, upon which
Alyeska based its walver petition, can-
not be avoided by g:aming walivers for
those welds.

Moreover, the fracture mechanics anal-
ysis submitted by Alyeska in support of
their waiver petition, while ally
sound in general, contains some elements
of theoreticel uncertainty when applied
to the problem of gauging the structural
integrity of the TAPS, and the empirical
verification is very limited. Until such
time as the principles of fracture me-
chanics are successfully proven and in-
corporated into existing pipeline stand-
ards, waiver requests based on such anal-
ysis should be granted only if the analysis
provides a convincing and conservative
demonstration of stmuctural integrity
and there is some compelling reason to
waive literal compliance with the exist-
ing standards for girth welds.

X have decided, therefore, not to grant
the requested waivers for those 21 welds
because there Is not any compelling rea-
son to authorize Alyeska to discontinue
its program to repair fhose welds in order
to bring them into compliance with the
requirements of the DOT standards.,

The determinetion that waivers be
granted Ior three of the welds In the
Alyeska petition was made only after a
thorough review by DOT experts and
consultants of the technical information
contained in fhat petition. In order to
make a decision based on this review it
was necessary to resolve two main is-
sues addressed at the October 28 public
hearing: First, whether fracture me-
chanics analysis can properly serve as a,
basis for granting wafvers for exemp-

!
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tions from existing standards withoub
compromising pipeline inteprity: and
secondly, whether the docketed techni-
cal information is adequate to enable a
fracture mechanics analysls to be mndo
of the defects in the TAPS welds that
have been identified by radiography as
failing to comply with DOT standords
and which have not been repaired.

These two issues are dizcussed in Parts
III and IV of this document, respectively,
and my resolution of these izsuesin Part
V. The DOT assessment of the public
comments on the varlous izsues in this
matter are set forth in the Appoendix
(A-1 to 12).

III. FracTIURE MEeCHANICS A5 A Basis Fon
GRANTING ExpMprIONS Fnowr EXISTRIG
TJELDING STANDARDS

Fracture mechnnics is the study of
the effects of defect size and orientation
on the ability of a structure containing
cracks to resist fracture. This analysis
permits! quantitative estimation of the
growth of cracks during the lifetime of
a structure. Many precedents exist for
the use of fracture mechanics to evalu-
ate the integrity of structures. Froacture
analysis is used in the design of aircraft
and space vehicles,-electrical power gen-
erating cquipment, includint nuclear
pressure vessels, and ship carpo tanks
used to carry liquefied natural gas. More
recently fracture mechanics has been
applied to pipelines uced to transport
oil from North Sea drilling rigs to Great
Britain and Norway. Lloyd’s Register of
Shipping (London, England) and Det
Norske Veritas (Oslo, Norway), the agen-
cies concerned with these pipelines, both
employ this analytical methodolozy to
resolve critical questions relative to pipe-
line safety.

The issue of the adequacy of fracture
analysis as a basis for granting exemp-
tions from existing standards con be re-
solved if satisfactory answers to three
specific technical questions can be ob-
tained. The first of these questions is
concerned with the efiectiveness of frac-
ture mechanics in analyzing crock
growth in the relatively ductile pipsline
steel used in the TAPS.

Fracture mechanics analysis was orig-
inally developed to assess the ability of
metals to resist brittle fracture. For such
applications linear-elastic-fracture-me-
chanics (LEFM) analysis could be used
because the metal was stressed to a
relatively low fraction of its yield
strength and therefore behaved elasti-
cally.” 1More recently fracture mechanics
analysis has been extended to permit
consideration of more ductile materinls
such as those used for nuclear reactor
pressure vessels, oil and gas pipelines,
bridges and compressed gas cylinders.
The extension to ductile materials, which
behave plastically, has been made pos-
sible by the development of elastic-
plastic-fracture-mechanics {EPFM)

TA materinl behaves elastically i, after
being deformed under load, it roturns to its
original, non-deformed state upon removal
of the load.
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analysis, which is more complex than
LEFM analysis because the stresses in
the structure cannot be gnalyzed using
exact mathematics®

Thae various fracture mechanics anal-
yses performed specifically for the TAPS
are described in Part V and are sum-
marized by the curles fllustrated in Fiz-
ures 1-6 in the Appendix, These curves
were derived using independent failure
models that incorporated either LEFLI
methods modified to account for plas-
ticity or direct EPFM analytical methods.
Indeed, the fact that these different
analyces produced similar results was an
important factor in my defermination
that fracture mechanics analysis could
In fact be applied to ductile materials
such as the pipeline steel®

The second specific question related to
the izsue of the adequacy of fracture
mechanies analysis as a basis for grant-
inr exemptions from existing standards
involves the treatment of noncrack de-
fects as cracks in order to perform a
fracture mechanics analysis. Fracture
mechanics provides methods for esti-
mating the rate of growth and the ulti-
mate size and stability of sharp eracls
in material structures subjected to. ap-
plied loads. All DOT experts and con-~
sultants agree, on the basis of fracture
mechanices analysis, that the effect of
estimated mazimum stresses on sharp
cracks over the lifetime of the pipeline
can be estimated, and that on this basis
some welds containing cracks micht ba
considered as candldates for exemption
from compliance with 49 CFR Part 195.
They argue, however, that accepfance of
such an alternative for actual craecks
could constitute an unneczssary devio-
tion .from that standard, the require-
ments of which are that all welds con-
talning cracks shaoll be replaced.

In order to analyze the possible grovwth
of noncrack defects, however, all experts
and consultants concerned agreed that
such defects can be treated as sharp
cracks of equal size before any safety
factors are applied. Cracks, due fo their
shorp (notched) edces, have the hizh-
est stress intensity factors of all possible
welding flaw, It Is precisely this stress
intensity actingy at the notch that canses
crack growth, There i5, therefore, a con-
slderable conservatism implicit in treat-
ingr a5 eracks the blunt or spherieal flaws
in the welds listed in the petition. An
edded measure of conservatism accrues
from the use in the analysls of the entire
slze of the percelved blunt flaw as the
{nitial size of any crack that miszht even-~
tually initinte from the fiaw. The amount
of conservatism imparted to the analysis
by these factors could not be quantified
precisely by DOT experts or consuliants.
I have, however, incorporated the Panel’s

o

3 A materlel behaves palstically whaen all
or part of the deformation introduced by
loading remalns after removal of the load.

A comp:srL@n of the varlous analytical
maodels uced by the Britich Welding Institute
for Alyeska, by MBS and by Professor Irwin
of the Univercity of Maryland i3 glven in ths
NES Final Report.
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engineering Jjudgment regarding this
question into my resolution of this issue.
The third question relating to this issue
involves the use of what engineers call
“safety factors” to provide a needed
measure of conservatism of offset uncer-
tainties in the analysis as mentioned in .
the above paragraph ahd uncertainties in
the measurements of actual TAPS defect
sizes. A discussion of measurement
liilnfcertainties is included in Part IV,
p5:

In order to assure proper considera-
tion by Alyeska of all perceived uncer- -
tainties, the FepeEraL REGISTER Notice
published by OPSO on August 13, 1976
(41 FR 34375) set forth preliminary
guidelines in anticipation of the Alyeska
petition. These preliminary guidelines
included a set of safety factors to be im-
posed on the measured lengths and es-
timated depths of all weld defects and
arc burns included in the petition. This
particular set of safety factors will be
referred to hereinafter as “the OPSO
safety factors” to distinguish them from
those recommended by others.

There is a difference of opinion among
the DOT experts and consultants, both
on the way in which safety factors
should be imposed and on the magnitude
of .the safety factors that should be used
for the application of fracture mechanics

_in the analysis of TAPS girth welds. The
NBS, which provided technical advice to
OPSO prior to the publication of the lat-
ter’s preliminary guidelines, tends to
support the utilization of the OPSO
safety factors. The Panel, on the other
hand, regards the OPSO safety factors
as being too stringent on the basis of the
following analysis.

In addition to the aforementioned
treatment of non-crack defects as cracks
of the same size, the OPSO preliminary
guidelines recommended that all weld
defects be assumed to be located on the
outer surface of the weld where stress
is & maximum. They-also recommended-
a “worst-case” analysis—that the frac-
ture analyses Incorporate: maximum .
credible stresses over the lifetime of the
pipeline; the maximum values of the
fatigue spectrum likely to be experienced
over the life of the pipeline; and the
maximum values for fracture toughness
and other material properties relating
to pipe and weld strengths., In addition
the NBS recommended, and in its pre-
liminary guidelines OPSO agreed, that,
to incorporate additional factors of
safety, the length and depth of each non-~
planar defect should be multiplied by
two before plotting it on the maximum-
allowable-defect-size curve that resulted
from their analysis. Finally, an addi-
tional factor of two was recommended
for the depths of planar defects, the
measurement of which is more difficult
than for nonplanar-defects. (Planar de-
fects in the welds included in the petition
are (1) incomplete penetration of the
first welding pass and (2) incomplete
fusion of the welding and parent metals
or of two successive welding passes. Non-
planar defects in the welds included in
the petition are elongated slag inclusions
and various types of gas pockets.)
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Given the ‘above, the Panel concluded
that the NBS curve without the OPSO
safety factors was already conservative
by.a factor of approximately two and

that additional safety factors should only”

be applied to the measurement of de-
fect depths from radiogrephs of the
welds containing those defects. The
Panel’s argument in this regard is that
safety factors should be applied directly
to the points of analytical uncertainty.
They considered that the OPSO safety
factors did not meeb this test of direct
applicability since:

1. Al DOT experts and consultants
asgreed that defect lengths could be meas-
ured accurately (within one hundredth
of an inch), thereby obviating a safety
factor of two on length; and

2. The NBS in its Final Report de-
cHned to specify limits for the uncer-
tainties in defect depth measurements,
thereby making the NBS safety factors
on depth measurements appear some-
what arbitrary. -

In conclusion, the NBS and the Panel
agree on the answer to the first major
issue, namely, that fracture mechanics
can serve as o basis for granting wdiv-
ers for exemptions from existing stand-
ards without compromising pipeline in-
tegrity. This is also the view of the DOT
experts in OPSO and in the Office of the
Assistant Secretary of Transportation for
Systems Development and Technology.
Differences among these experts relate
only to the degree of conservatism re-
quired, specifically as regards the choice
of analytical models and factors of
safety.

IV. ADPEQUACY OF DOCEETED TECHNICAL
INFORMATION

The second major issue raised by the
petition concerns the adequacy of the
docketed technical information, in par-
ticular the measurement of weld defect
sizes from available radiographs, to ena-
ble a valid fracture analysis to be con-
ducted for welds for which Alyeska seeks
exemptions from existing DOT stand-
ards. Consideration of this issue did not
produce unanimity of opinion emong the
DOT consultents and experts. Unani-
mous opinion did prevail, however, with
regard to three specific points. All DOT
experts and consultants agree that: '

1. The method developed by the NBS
10 determine the effective are burn
depth, based on a measurement of the
arc burn diameter from the radiograph,
is sound; *°

2. The NBS conclusion that lepgth
measurements can, in most cases, be
made to accuracies of 0.010 inch is cor-
rect; and

3. It is difficult to measure precisely
the depth of planar and nonplanar flaws
from the existing radiographs. In fact,
the way in which this should be done
was the main technical concern regard-
ing the adequacy of the docketed data.

“The NBS approach, as refiected in the
FepERAL REGISTER notice (41 FR 34375,

10This method is described in the NBS
Final Repotrt in Section 3H.

August 13, 1976), was to assign a priori
& set of safety factors on flaw length and
depth to be included in a fracture
mechanics analysis. In support of this
analysis, NBS conducted an extensive
critique of the various techniques used to
estimate depths from the radiographs.
These included the visual and densitom-

_eter methods used by the Bouthwest

Research Institute (SWRI) and the
method used by the Rockwell Interna«
tional (RI) radiographic experts. The
NBS conclusions were:

SWRI Densitometer—It is not possible
to assess the accuracy of this method in
a quantitative way;

SWRI Visual—It is dificult to ossess
this method since & controlled experi-
ment has not been done. The NBS he-
lieves that this method will underesti-
madte flaw depth, but NBS did not provide
8 lémit for the moximum likely error;
an
- RI Method—The RI method is po-
tentially-capable of good accuracy and
there is information presented to demon-=
strate that the RI depth messurements
tend to be larger than thosc made by the
SWRI densitometer method.:

According to NBS, the maximum likely
error in the RI method might be deter-
mined using two different procedures.
For the first, artificial defects of various
depths in sections of welds were madn
and radiographed. The depths of thewe
defects were determined from the li)-
oratory-produced radiographs as com-
pared with the depths of the defects thi-t
were gctually measured with a depth
gauge. In the second procedure, labora-
tory radiographs were made of real weld
defects In rejected welds. One radio-
graph was made with the X-ray beam
passing through the weld perpendiculay
to the surface of the pipe and a second
sebt of radiographs was made with the
X-ray beam perpendicular to the first
beam. From the second set of radin-
graphs, the actual depth of the real d-
fect was determined and compared with
the estimated depth made by the RI
method.

The defect depth measured by RI
could then be compared with the defect
depth determined either by the depth
gauge (first procedure) or by the perpen-
dicular X-ray method (second pro-
cedure) as is shown as the “bias” curve
in Figure 48, page 87 of the NBS Finol
Report. The bias curve could then bLe
used to assess the uncertainty in the
measured depth value. In this way a sta-
tisticelly-calculated uncertainty lmit
could be determined.

Even though this analysis was pro-
vided in its Final Report, NBS did not
provide any recommendsations regarding
depth measurement exror limits,

The Panel felt that each aspect of the
problem (fracture models, materials teat~
ing, stress and fatigue spectrum, and flaw
estimations) should be reviewed and un-
certainties identified before factors of
safety were assigned. Therefore, while
the Panel agreed with the NBS conclu-
sion that uncertaintieg exist in the estl-
mation of depths from radiographs, the
Panel assessed the limits of the uncer-

'



tainty and proposed ‘the following con-
servative estimation procedure: Ia) In
the cases where densitometer messure-
ments were impractical in the field (Le,,
defect widths less than 0.050 in.), the
depths 2s reported by RI should be mul~
tiplied by a factor of two. (b) In the
cases Where densitometer measurements
were made by SWRIL the larger of the
“Jikely maximum cass R” as developed by
S from the SWRI measurements, or
twice the RI depth measurement, which-
ever is Iarger, should be psed™
I have -determined that the Panel’s
approach to the bounding of the limits
of unceffainty in measurements of weld
defect depths is conservative and con-
vincing and, therefore, have incorpor-
ated their approach in my declsion.

V. RESOLUTION OF TECHNWICAL ISSUrs

After a careful consideration of the is-
sues and the technical advice provided
by DOT experts and consultants, I have
determined that: .

1. Fracture mechanics analysis is ac~
ceptable as a bhasis for granting exemp-
tions from existing standards in appro-
priate circumstances; if such anslysis
produces a canvincing and conservative
estimate of structursl integrity.

2. The docketed material is sufficiently
complete to permif a convinecing and con~
servative fracture analysis to be made of
certain welds contained in the Alyeska
petition. -

The decision to anccept fracture me-
chanics analysis as a basis for consider-
ing petitions for exemption from existing
DOT standards does nof imply that such
analysis should serve as a general sub-
stitute for DOT standerds or .APT 1104.
In fact it is nob possible fairly to compare
the two approaches to providing a low
risk of pipeline failure. The fracture
mechanics approach cannot yet be con-
sidered g practical quality control tech-
nigue since, as an actual pefformance
measure, it would require levels of inspec-
tion and analysis far beyond thdse ever
used in the construction of pipelines,
Such requirements, if imposed without
considerable forethought, would add sub-
stantially io the construction cost and
couild add o the cost to the eventual con-
sumer of the product without a firm esti-
" mate of aftainable benefits. APY 1104, on

‘the other hand, has been demonstrated to
be a very successful standard, and com~
pliance with it can be readily established
by quality control inspectors in the figld.
While the workmanship standards of
API 1104 and the resulis of fracture
mechanies analysis are mnot directly
" comparable, they are compatible. The
British have already incorporated aspects
of fracture mechanics analysis into a
draft standard and an API standards
group is presently studying whether to
incorporate the new methods into the
APT standards.. As these initiatives pro-
ceed toward the development of more
precise yet workable quality standards for
pipeline welds, DOT will continue to
evaluate them for possible use as Fed~

-

-®Seo Table 16b, pages 9205 in the NBS
Final Report. N
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eral standards of general, or paritwlar,
wpplicabllity.

Having made these detérminations, it
Temains only 1o specify the criteria for
the acceptance or rejection of each TAPS
teld in regard to eligibllty for exemption
from complianee with 48 CFR Part 145,

These criteria are piven in the form
of the four curves illustrated in Figures
1~4 of the Appendix and called the deci~
sion curves. It should be noted that, for
planar and nonplanar weld defects, the
decision curves are those submitted by
Alyeska in support of its walver request
and that these curves are cccepted with-
out the incorporation of the additional
flaw size safety factors (identified above
as the OPSO safety factors) but with
safety factors imposed on defect depth
measurements as recommended by the
Panel and as described in Part IV. The
decision curves for arc burns are com-
posites of curves resulting from the three
separate analyses submitted in  the
record. 4

The curves in Figures 5 and 6 illus-
trate the results of varlous alternative
analyses and recommendations, The Al-
yeska curves for planar and nonplanar
defects were derived using the proce-
dures described in the Draft British
Standard Rules for Derivation of Ac-
ceptance Levels for Defeets in Fusion
Welded Joints. These procedures contain
built-in safety factors and have been de-
veloped on the hasis of extensive testing
and analysls over the past several years
by, principally, BWI and Cranfield Insti-
tute of Technology (Cranfield), which
support the technical approach end the
information and data submitted in the
Alyeska walver petition. Thals particular
technieal approach and the information
end data provided for opplication of
their analyses to specific TAPS welds

. were judped to be acceptable by all DOT

experts and consultants. In particular,
the TAPS-specific datn were generated
by performing varlous Inboratory tests
on some 450 pipeline material samples
from six TAPS production welds made
in the field during both the 1975 and the
1976 welding seasons. This information,
while not sufficlent to ascertain a sta-
tistically adequate determination of the
range of values of TAPS material prop-
erties, is the most extensive TAPS-spe-
cific data that was provided to DOT. The
vesults of the Alyeska analysis are shown
in Figures 5 and 6 labeled “Alyeska curve
with OPSO safety fnctors.”

-NBS was requested by OPS0O to-ad-
dress the technical adequocy of the Al-

“yeska walver petition. The NBS ap-

proach to this requirement involved not
only an examination of the adequacy of
the Alyveska/BWI/Cranfield analysis but
also the development of an independent
mathematical model for the converzion
of the results of lnboratory tests to max-
imum-allowable-defect-size curves for
planar and nonplanar defects and for
arc burns.

Although NBS did not sflirmatively
recommend that its results be used, even
with the OPSO safety factors specified

in their published preliminary gulde-

E
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uncs, OFS0 sugeests two factors fhnt
wonld make such a conclasion sppropri-
ate, The first of these factors, as noted
by the Panel and discuzsed in Part XL
supra, is the degree of conszrvatism in-
troduced by the assumptions made for
enalytical tractability, The second is tha
comnoricon with esperimentol resulfs,
2lbeit limited In number, os pistted in
Firure 74 of the ITBS Final Report. T
curves in Figures 5 and 6 labelzd “NB3
with OFS0 safefy factors™ (these curves
are labeled “Besler-MicHenry-Read and
Fong"” in Fizures 70 and 71 of the B3
Reportt define their results.

The Panel tool: a less eonsarvatice
posture. In its judoment the curve la-
beled “Irwin” in Figures 5 and 6 (Fig-
ures 70 and 71 of the IIBS Report) would
“most clozely predict actual faflures™ for
welds containing planar and nonplanar
defects. IVBS, however, in thelr analysis
of the Irwin paper noted that the graphs
in the Irwin paper were sealed too small
for NBS to make nccurate calculations
aud Indicated that it would be necessary
for Irwin to provide 2 numerical fahle
of values in order to obtain a definitive
curve. Further, despite having made the
statement rezarding the accuracy of the
Irwin model, the Panel recommended for
use as decision curves the NBES curves in
Figures 5 ond 6 without the OPSO safety
factors but with safety factors applisd
directly to depth measurement. I hove
decided, therefore, that the Irwin curve
cannot now be'uzed as a decizion curve
for planar and nonplanar defects.

A further analysis by DOT exparts ex-
amined the effect of applying the Panel's
recommendations (removing the OP3O
safety factors and applring a safety fac-
tor of at least tro on depth estimntes»
to the Alveska curves for-planar and
nonplanar defects. These modified Alves-
La curves, shown in Figures 5 and 8 la-
beled “Upper bound declsion curve,” can
then b2 compared to the nonplanar and
planar NES curves containing the OP30
safety foctors. This comparison indicates
that, for nonplanar defects, the modified
Alyeshn curve is more conservative then
the NBS curve and that, for planar de-
fects, the modified Alyeska curve is
slightly less conservative than the NES
curve. In general, however, atreement
between the Alyeska curves end NES
curves improves when the Alvesha curve
is modified by the Panel recommends-
tions. This result gives increaszed confi-
dence in the technical evaluston of the
Alyeshko approach by NES and the Panel
since it reconciles certain apparent diff-
erences between them. Moreover, if the
waived defect points for planar and non-
planar flaws (defect numbers 7, 13, and
14) are plotted on Fizures 5 and 6, using
in this case the measured flaw dimen-
sfons directly, it may be observed that
they lie below even the most conserva-
tive critical fiaw size curve.

In summary, based on a thorough re-
view of the aforementioned analyses, T
have decided fo use the Alyeska curves as
the decision curves for planar and non-
planar defects without incorporating the
OPSO safety factors on defect slze sed
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forth in the August 13, 1976, Federal
Register Notice, but with the safety fac-
tors as recommended by the Panel ap-
plied to depth measurements before plot-
ting defect sizes as points on the graphs
in Figures 1 and 2 to determine whether
they fall above or below the decision
curves, If these points fall above the de--
cision curves, they will not be considered
eligible candidates for a waiver. If the
points fall below the decision curves, and
if the defects represented by the points
are sufficiently removed from other de-
fects in the same weld to be considered
is)epa,i'a,tely, they will be considered eligi~
le. Q

In selecting the Alyeska curves for
planar and non-planer defects, I have
placed strong reliance on the extent of
the British experience in the use of frac=
ture mechanics to analyze the integrity
of welded structures in general, and pipe-
lines in particular, and on"the affirma-
tion by NBS and the Panel of that ap-
proach. Their extensive laboratory tests
on actual TAPS field welds was also an
important factor, as was the acceptance
of the Alyeska/BWI/Cranfield work by
the DOT experts.

Teable II lists the unrepaired welds
containing planar and nonplanar defects
which could be accepted on the basis of
fracture mechanics analysis. Table IIT
lists such welds which are not acceptable
on the basis of such analysis.

The consideration of arc burns posed
an especially interesting problem. DOT
Standard 49 CFR -195.226 requires that

all arc burns must be ground out or cub -

out. NBS concluded, however, that use
of the Alyeska curve with safety factors
of two on length and four on depth to
determine. acceptability of arc burns was

reasonable, except for the region of small -

defect lengths, where the Alyeska curve
allows unlimited defect depths. This rec-
ommendation led to my selection for use
as decision curves for arc burns the com-
posite curves illustrated in Figures 3
and 4. ’

Having selected the form of the deci-
sion curve, it remained only to decide
the appropriate factors of safety to be
used, NBS again preferred its original
recommendation of safety factors of two
on the length measurements of arc burns
and four on the depth measurements.
This preference was advanced despite the
incorporation in their Final Report of
2 method for estimating the depth of arc
burns, given the radiographic measure-
ment of the “diameter” of the burns,

‘The Panel, on the other hand, con-
.cluded that “arc burns less than one inch
in length introduce no serious problems”
for the structural integrity of the TAPS.2
‘While this contention is' learmed and
practical, it is insufficiently quantitative
for use in the specification of decision
curves for arc burns.

If the Panel’'s recommendation for
planar and nonplanar defects is applied
to arc burns, the composite decision
curves in Figures 3 and 4 could be used

2This jJudgment caxrnot be extended to-all
pipelines, however. More precisely it reflects
the Panel’s confidence in the particular steel
used for the TAPS.

‘acceptable.
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with a safety factor of two on the depth
measurements. However, all DOT con-
sultants and experts agree that arec burn
depths can be estimated aceurately and
the necessity for the Panel’'s recom-
mended safety factor of two becomes
questionable. On the other hand, if the
arc burn decision curve is used without
the extraordinary safety factors and
without the Panel’s factor of two on
depth measurement, arc burns of depths
up to 0.32 inches would be considered
acceptable. This is more than halfway
through even the thickest wall used in
the TAPS pipe (0.562 inch) and is not

I have decided to incorporate a safety
factor of two on arc burn depths. The
decision curves in Figures 3 and 4 reflect
that decision. In making this decision,
I have weighed the issues discussed above
and have incorporated the safety factor
of two on arc burn depths, primarily to
aecount for the “scatter” in the NBS
data. This approach is recommended by
all DOT experts.

Those welds containing arc burns for
‘which waivers might or might not be
granted on the basis of fracture
mechanics analysis are listed in Tables
IV and V, respectively.

'This action is taken under the author-
ity of 18 USC 831-35, Section 6(e) (4) of
the Department of Transportation Act
(49 USC 1655(e) (4)), and Section 203 of
the Trans-Alaska Pipeline Authorization
Act-(Pub. L. 93-153).

Section 203(d) of the Trans-Alaska
Pipeline Authorization Act provides that
actions taken to complete the pipeline do
not require further action under NEPA.
Arguably this provision covers the deci-
sion on the Alyeska walver petition.
Nevertheless, in light of the important
environmental conseguences ab issue,
this action has been reviewed pursuant
to the provisions of Section 102(2) (¢) of
NEPA. A negatlve declaration which con-
cludes that the action will not have a
significant impact on the environment is
included in the docket and in the Appen-
dix to this document.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No-
vember 26, 1976.

b JOoHN W. BARNUII,
Deputy Secretary
of Transportation.

ABBREVIATIONS

American Petroleum Institute
British Petroleum Pipelines, Inc.
British Welding Institute .
Crack opening displacement
Department of the Interior
Department of Transportation
Elastic-plastic~fracture-mechanics
Linear-elastic-fracture-mechanies
Materlals Transportation Bureau
National Bureau of Standards™
National Environmental Policy Act
Office of Pipeline Safety Operations
Rockwell International
Southwest Research Institute
Trans-Alaska Pipeline System

" "APPENDIX

ASSESSMENT OF PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE
PETITION FOR WAIVER

In assessing the Alyeska petition for =
walver, the Department made the following

asgeasment of Information provided by (A)
Written Comments to the Public Notico and
(B) Comments of Particlpants in the Public
Hearing,

A, WRITTEN COMMENTS TO THD Punlio NoTice

‘The comment perlod to the notico on the
petition for waiver by Alyeska was initiated
by 41 FR 84375, August 13, 1976, and extonded
to the close of business on October 28, 1076.
There were five commentors to tho publio
notice: one commenter in favor of the poti-
tion for waiver, three commentors were
against such an action, and ono commeonter
was noncommittal. ’

1. The following commenter was not
definitively for ‘or agalnst the petition for
watver:

Professor G. M. Zemansky, Oregon &tate
Unlversity, indicated that the following cone
siderations be glven regarding the petition
for walver:

(2) Recommended that the minimum ane
ticipated service temporature used to doter-
mine minimum toughness be no higher than™
ambient environmental temperatures duriy
a shutdown where the pipe 1s located:

DOT response: Tho toughness value usged
in the fracture mechanics analysis wey the
minimum toughness at 10°C below the mint«
mum santicipated servico temporature dure
ing prolonged shutdown.

(b) Recommended that altornate nccept-
able inspection methods for each wold not
be allowed unless they are of cqual or i«
perior capability whon compared to radio-
graphle methods;

DOT response: All welds are belng In-
spected by radiographic meothods.

(c) It is recommended that the laboratory
data not bo accepted "in appleation for &
walver unless tho laboratory in ¢uestion hoa
been examined and found to be competont
and reliable.

DOT response: The Cranficld Institute and
British Welding Instituto in England, ro-
tained by Alyeskn to dovelop the fraoturo
mechanies analysls, are creditablo labora«
tories that have conslderable standing in the
scientific community and have congsiderable
expertise In welding technology and frace
ture mechanics, The NBS visited caoh labe
oratory, witnessed testing belng conduoted
in connection with Alyeska's petition, ond
has commented favorably on their qualifica«
tlons.

2. The following commenter was in favor
of the petition for walver:

The American Potroleum Institute asserted
that the American Petroloum Institutee
American Gas Assoclation Joint Committce
on Oil and Gas Pipe Line Field Wolding
Practices, which is responsible for API 1104,
have been discussing a fracture mechanics
approach to flaw analysls and weld accopt-
ability. A new scation which would establish
such an approach as an alternative to the
acceptability criterla now contained in API
Standard 1104 is planned for inclusion in the
15th Edition of the Standard,

DOT response: Such action by this Come
mittee lends credence to the possible use of
fracture mechanics analysis as o basls for
establishing an alternative method of ass
suring the integrity of partioular girth weldy

' on this pipeline,

3. The following commentors were not in
favor of granting the petition for walver:
Friends of the Earth, Washington, D.C.
Trustees for Alaska, Anchorage, Alaske; snd
the Environmental Protection Agency, Washe
ington, D.C. h

Friends of the Earth and Trustect for
Alaska asserted in a joint létter that:

The standards established by 49 CFR Part
186 were designed for plpelines constructed
in the 48 contiguous States, and although
these same standards apply to 'TAPS, the
TAPS is subject to unique environmental
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hazards such. as ice crushing, river scouring,
extreme cold temperatures, and high selsmic
risk, and therefore, the standards should not
be relaxed. The fragile environment of
Alaska, specifically the location of deficlent
girth welds in environmentally sensitive
areas, requires that DOT standards not be
relaxed. -

DOT response: The petition for walver d
not contemplate a relaxation of the DOT re~
quirement of pipeline infegrity. The use of
fracture mechanics is an alfernative to re-
Hance on workmanship quality standards for
assuring the acceptability of particular girth
welds on this pipeline. In making the froc-
ture mechanics analysis, the worst antici~
pated service conditions of the actual Alaskan
environment; were used.

‘The Environmental Protection Agency ad~
vised against granting of the walver unless
a detailed envirommental assessment of each
weld considered in the petition is made be-
cause:

(a) The pipeline welds will be subjected to
a number of forces, Le., temperature stresses,
differential settlement, loss of ductility in
the material during prolonged shutdown and
seismic conditions, which an ordinary pipe-
line is not subjected to and for which cal-

. eulations have not been specified in the de~

-

sign criteria. .

DOT response: The Alyeska structural de-
sign criferia which was evaluated by OPSO
did consider the various combinations of
credible Ioads and forces which the pipeline
would be subjected to durlng its operation
and found that the criteria established by
Alyeska was reasonable and adequate. These
loads and forces were also considered in the
Alyeska fracture mechanics analysis which
used the worst case instantaneous credfble
stress and worst case fatigue stress spectrum
in developing allowable defech size curves.

(b} A girth weld Iailure during startup
when the leak detgction system is inoperative
since the pipeline’is not full could have dis-~
astrous environmentsl consequences.

DOT responser This is unlikely to occur
since it was found in the fracture mechanics
analysis that the maximum stress on the
girth welds is due to fatigue and prolonged
;silz.lutdown, not during starbtup of the pipe-

e.

B. COMMENTS OF PABTICIPANTS IN THE PUBLIC
- HEARING

On October 28, the Deputy Secretary of
Transportation conducted a public hearing
in this matier. Three persons made presenta-
tions: two in favor of the petition for waiver
and one against such an action. The hear~
ing was iranscribed electronically and be-
came part of the record in this proceeding.

1. One participant in the hearing was
against the petition for waiverr Ms. Pamela
Rich, representing Friends of the Earth, the
‘Wilderness Soclety, "the Fairbanks Environ-
mental Center and Trustees for Alaska.

Ms. Rich asserted that:

(a) "The standards in 49 CFR Part’195 are
the minimum standards which this project
should meet because Alyeska agreed to do so
in the DOI-Alyéeska Right-of-Way Agree-
ment and because theseé are standards estab-
lished by the industry themselves, which are
consistently met on other pipeline construc-
tion, -

NOTICES

DOT response: The standards in 43 CFR
"Part 195 ave consldered minimum Federal
standards and the potitfon for waiver docs
not contempinte reloxing thoce ctandords.
Rather, 1t calls for using fracture mechanics
analysis o5 o basls for establiching on alter-
native method for assuring the integrity of
particunlar girth welds on this pipeiine.

(b) Fracture mechantcs analycls will bo
difficult to apply beeausa:

(1) Limitcd experience with this tech-
nology In predicting flaw growth and fracture
behavior with steel such as the grade used in
the Alaskan plpeline.

DOT response: Fracture mechanies analy-
sis was originally developed to access the abil-
ity of metals to recist brittle fracture. For
such applications linecar-clastie-fracturc-me-
chanics (LEFDM) analysis could bo uced be~
cause the metal was stressed to a relotively
low fraction of itc yield strength and there-
fore behaved elastically, More recently frac-
ture mechanfcs analysis has been extended
to permit conslderation of more ductlle ma-
terials such as thoso used for ol and gos
pipelines. The extension to ductile materials,
which behavé plastieally, hos been made pos-
sible by the development of elastic-plastic-
fracture-mechanies (EPFAM) analysis, which
is more complex than LEFM analysis be-
cause the stresses in the structure cannot bo
analyzed using exact mathematies, The vorl-
ous fractura mechanics analyces performed
specifically for tho TAPS (deccrlbed in Part
V of this report) were developed ucing inde~
pendent fallure models that Incorporated
either LEFAM methods modified to account
for plasticity or direct EPFM onolytieal
methods. The fact that theso different analy-
ses produced similar results provides cone-
vincing evidence that fracture mechanies
analyses can be applied to ductile materlals
such gs the pipeline steel.

(1) Limited experience dealing with the
stresses of the Arctic environment especially
on the large dinmeter and high pressure pipes
used inthe Alashkan pipeline.

DOT response: Both liquid and gas plpe-
Hines up to 56-inch dinmeter have been used
successfully elsewhere in the world, The pres-
sure in the pipe as well as the strecses In the
wall of the pipe are not abova thoce currently
used in existing pipelines both in tho United
States and abrond, The Alaskan pipeline do-
slgn stresses, in terms of the speclfied min-
imum yleld strength follows currently ac-
cepted regulations., Of more significance is
the fact that the toughness of the pipe is
higher than thot of similar pipe used af com-~
parable stress levels, Based on fracture me-
chanles analysls, this higher fracture tough-
ness means that, at o glven stress level, the
allowable defect slzes are larger thon in a
lower toughness plpe stressed to the same
level,

{111} The lack of standard test methods to
establish fracture toughnes in the particu-
lar grade of steel used fn the Alaskan
pipeline,

DOT responser At present, there is not o
single staudard test method established by
the American Soclety for Testing and da-
terinls (ASTM) for determining the fracture
toughness of metals which exhibit substan-
tial plasticity prior to fracture. The weld
metals used in the TAPS behave in this man~
ner. It must be understeod that, bhefore a
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test method, 16 must be capoble of giving
accurate and reproducible resulfs for a very
wido range of moterials. At presont, extensive
dovelopment has beon done on the COD pro-
cedure, the J-integral mothed, and the in-
strumented precracized Chorpy-V-notch test
method for determining the fracture toush-
ness of ralatively ductile metals.

All threo of theze mothods were usad to
ascecs the toushnezs of the pipeline weld
metals. The variation in the toughness values
meosured by thece mathods 1s due to uncar~
talnties In (1) datormining precisely the
point at walch fracture cccurs In the tes:t
specimen, (2) the effects of specimen size
which influences the smount of plasticity
prior to fracture, and (3) the effect of strain
rate in tho speefmens, These uncerfointies
must all bo accurately hmovwn and aceounted
for before o tost methoed can be fully accepted
a3 o standard test method, For the present
application, however, a lower Bound fracture
toughness value was used and therefore the
uncertainties discuszed above are of less
slgmifieance,

(iv) The Incl of accurate measurem=nts of
depth definition which are neeessary for ade-
quate fracturo mechanics analysis.

DOT response: As deseribed in detafl in the
WBS report, the measurement of defect depth
from field radlozraphs i5 subject to possible
erzor. Wone of the methods that were used
could glve preclzely kmown defeet deptn
measurements for all sizes and types of de-
feeta. Novertheless, a3 discuszed in the re-
port of the Panel, the defect depth con be
defermined from the esisting field radio-
£7aphs in such a manner that the upper Imit
of tho depth enn be defined when certain
faetors bazed on established engineering ex-
porience and judgment nre included to as-
£es3 the defect siz2. Therefore, 1t s nazsible
to define s conservative upper Hmit to the
defcef dopth measurements and use this dz-
fect depth for assecsing the defects present
in the welds and estImating the growth of de-
fects during tho lfetime of a structure,

3. The following two participants in the
public hearing favored the potition for waiv-
er: Mr. B, Y. Patton, Chalrman and Chlef
Executive Ofilcer, Alyeska Pipeline Service
Company: and Mr. E. L. Von Rozenberg, Sen-
for Research Ascociate, Exxon Production
Recearch Company.

In thelr comments they acserted that:

(2) Frocturo mechanies analysis demon-
strates that most discontinuities in the Aly-
etka welds in excezs of those permitted by
API Standord 1104 do not impair the fitness
and cafety of the pipe or it ability to with-
stand maximum stresses under ali concelva-
ble operating condltions. .

DOT response: All girth weld flavr sizes will
bo evaluated to ascertaln whether they im-
pair the integrity of the Hne.

(b) Tho Alyeska analysis includes conser-
vative acsumptions of critical flawr sizes, soma
two and four times greater than indleated in
practical ezperlence. Additional safety fac-
tors of tvo on both length and depth size
for nonplanar flaws with an additional fac-
tor of two applied to planar fiaws when the
defect depth s determined by radio-graphy
is unreasonably concervative.

DOT responses The decislon curves for
planar and nonplanar defects, Figures 1 and
2, do not tncorporate the OP30 safety factors
for length and depth.
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION PURSUANT TO SEC~
TION 102(2) (C) OF THE NATIONAL EN-

COMPAB'SON CURVES FOR PLANAR WELD DEFECTS
_ - VIRONMENTAL Poricy Acr oF 1969

As discussed in the Decision on Peti«
tion for Waiver of Girth Weld Regula~

tions (OPSO Docket No. 76-12W, Notice
- - 6, November 26, 1976, the Department
' . of 'I‘ransportation proposes to grant ex-

= - - emptions from compliance with DOT
welding standards for three girth welds
'on the Trans-Alaska Pipeline and to

deny exemptions for 31 other girth welds
for which waivers were requested and
- which have not yet been repaired.

/

~ - -The decision to grant the three exemp-

— ‘ -1 T . 1. tions is based upon extensive and detalled

" - ’ technical analysis, complemented by con-

\ . sultation with numerous independent

N p technical experts. The analyses and con-
WIN C wi ;
N IRWIN CURVE WITH OPSO SAFETY FACTORS sultations support a conclusion that the

\ j - existence of the identified defects ih

those three welds does not constitute a

\ \ ’ " during the expected lifetime of the pipe~
- . line.

N _ The major environmental concern

risk of failure at the identified welds-
which might arise in1 connection with the

\ \\ Tt 1 . i : exemption is the possibility of a leak re~
ALYESKA CURVE WITH PANEL’S MINIMUM sulting from the defects in the welds, An

BOUND DECISION CURVE ’ do massive damage to the fragile ecosys-
- tem in which the pipeline is located.

e

\ \ SAFETY FACTOR Of 2 ON DEPTH - UPPER oil spill resultng from such a leak could

) \ : . I ' However, since-it is the conclusion of the
\ - . . technical analysis that the identified de-
fects do not constitute a risk of fallure

\ . " at the welds, it foltows that there is not
N _NBS CURVE WITH OPSO SAFETY FACTORS any increased probability of g, leak or oil

N spill.
N— ) . : The three welds for which exemptions
- . . are granted under this decision are lo-

cated in the area of the crossing of the
\_ : i Middle Fork Koyukuk River. The Middle
= ALYESKA CURVE WITH OPSO SAFETY FACTORS Fork Koyukuk is located in the Yukon

River drainage basin north of the Arctic
-~ . . . Circle. The river is a typical “bralded”
stream with one or more channels flow«

' ] ing through gravel or rocky areas and
. with frequent shifts or meanders of the
main channel. The river supports popu«

0

0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 0.0 011 032 Iations of several fish specles. The fish
LENGTH (INCHES) - ) population is considered to be critically -

sensitive to disturbances in the river dur~

ing the period from April 1 to October 30,

F’GURF 6 ) and somewhat Sensitive year round.
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The three welds are buried at a depth
+ of approximately 17 feet. They are not
located within the limits of the present
stream channel, although this could
change as the channel shifts during the
coming winter. Because of a high water
table and the nature of the stream bed,
any repairs of these welds would require
Igrge bell holes and considerable risk of
siltation to the stream and consequent
. impact on the fish population. It appears,
therefore, that a decision not to grant
the requested exemptions for these three
welds would result in some adverse en-
vironmental impact, while the decision
to grant the exemptions will not have
* any adverse environmental impacts on
the stream or its fish population since
the known defects do not present a risk
of failure of the girth welds.

With respect to the 31 welds for which
exemptions are denied, the same genéral
environmental considerations apply.
Right of the welds are technically un-
acceptable, and a decision to approve an
exemption for them would imply an in-
creased risk of failure, with resulting oil

" "legkage and environmental damage.
Further, for all 31 welds the bell hole
excavations have been completed and
thus any surface environmental disrup-
tion associated with the repairs-has al-
ready occurred. None of these 31 welds
are located in a stream crossing, so there
are not any fish or water quality impacts
associated with the repairs.

Pnvironmental benefits would not ag-
erue from a declsion at this time to grant
exemptions on any of the 31 welds and
adverse environmental impacts will not
occur as a result of denial-of the exemp-
tions.

T therefore conclude that a decision to
grant exemptions for weld numbers
90001C, 90008R, and 80021 and to deny
exemptions for the remaining unrepaired
girth welds listed in the Alyeska walver

_petition dated September 1, 1976, will not
have any significant environmental im-
pacts, and that an environmental impact
statement pursuant to section 102(2) (C)
of the National Environmental Pollcy
Act is not required for this section.

JorN W. BARNULS,
- Depuly
Secretary of Transportation.

Noveuser 26, 1976.

[FB Doc.76-35373 Filed 12-1-76:8:45 am)

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Fiscal Service
[Dept. Cixc. 570, 1976 Rev., Supp. No. b}
SURETY COMPANIES ACCEPTABLE ON
FEDERAL BONDS

Puritan Insurance Co. Change of Name
_ The Manhattan Fire and Marine In-
surance Company, & New York corpora-
tion, has formally cHanged its name to
Puritan Insurance Company, effective
October 1, 1976. Documents evidencing
the change of name are on file in the
Treasury.

.

A new Certificate of Authority as an
acceptable surcty on Federal bonds,
dated October 1, 1976, has been issued by
the Secretary of the Treasury to Puritan
Insurance Company under sections 6 to
13 of Title 6 of the United States Code, to
replace the Certificate Issued July 1, 1976
(41 FR 28245, July 8, 1976) to the com-
pany under its former name, The Man-
hattan Fire and Marine Insurance Com-
pany. The underwriting limitation of
$414,000 previously established for the
company remains unchanged.

The change in name of The Manhat-
tan Fire and Marine Insurance Company
does not affect; its status or lability with
respect to any obligation in favor of the
United States or in which the United
States has an interest, which it may have
undertaken pursuant to the Certificate of
Authority issued by the Secretary of the
‘Treasury.

Certificates of Authority expire on
June 30 each year, unless sooner xevoked
and new Certificates are Issued on July 1,
s0long as the companies remein qualified
(31 CFR Part 223). A list of qualified

. companies is published annually as of

July 1, in Department Circular 570, with
details as to underwriting limitations,
areas in which licensed to transact surety
business and other information. Coples
of the circular, when issued, may be ob-
tained from the Audit Staff, Bureau of
Government Financial Operations, De-
partment of the Treasury, Washington,
D.C. 20226,

Dated: November 22, 1976.

D. A. PacLial,
Commisstoner, Bureat of
Gorernment Financlal Operations.

JFPR De0.76-35450 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION-

STATION COMMITTEE ON
EDUCATIONAL ALLOWANCES

Meeting

Notice iIs herecby given pursuant fo
Section V, Review Procedure and Hear-
ing Rules, Station Committee on Edu-
cationa! Allowances that on Tuesday,
December 28, 1976, at 1:00 p.am., the
Des Moines Regional Office Station
Committee on Educational Allowances
shall, at Room 1021, Federal Bullding,
210 Walnut Street, Des Moines, Iowa
50309, conduct a hearing to determine
whether Veterans Administration bene-
fits to all eligible persons enrolled in
Wings Over JTowa Flight School, Boone,
Towa 50036, should be discontinued, as
provided in 38 CFR 21.4134, because a
requirement of law is not being met or
a provision of the law has been vio-
lated. All interested persons shall be
permitted to attend, appear before, or
file statements with the committee at
that time and place.

Dated: November 23, 1976.

Ropenr L. WIITERS,
Director, VA Replonal Office, 210
Walnut Strcel, Des Iloines,
Towa 50309, .

[FR Do0.76-35420 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

Office of Hearings
[Notice 2021

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

 Novemszr 28, 1976,

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap~
pear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective as-
signments only and does not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the issues as
presently reflected in the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as promptly as possible, bub
interested parties should take appropri-
ate steps to insure that they are notified
of cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are interested.
MC~F 12836, Lime City Trucking Co., Inc.

(Purchase) Robert O, Evans, d.b.a. John-

son Express Line and MC 20872 {Sub 18),"

Limé City Trucking Co., Inc. now being
assigned February 28, 1977 (1 week) at
Chicago, Hlinois in a hearing room to be
later designated,

AB §7 (Sub-2), Soo Line Raflroad Company
Abandonment Between Raco Junction and
Raco in Luce and Chippewa Counties,
Michigan now belng sssigned February 23,
1977 (3 days) at Sault Ste. Marle, Michigan
in a hearing room to be later designated.

MC 107743 (Subs- 41 and 42), System Trans-
port, Inc., now assigned January 11, 1977
at Chicago, Illinols; will be held in Room
1319 Everett McKinley Dirksen Building,
219 South Dearborn Strest.

MC 129032 (Sub 20), Tom Inman Trucking,
Inc, now assigned January 26, 1977 at Chi-
cago, Illinois 13 cancelled, application dis-
missed,

MC 142107 (Sub-1), H & M Trucking Co. now
being assigned January 25, 1977 (2 days)
at Chicago, Illinois in a hearing room to
be later designated.

MC 107487 (Sub-68) Columbia City Frelght
Lines, Inc,, now belng assigned February 1,
1977 (3 days), at Indianapolis, Ind., in a
hearing room to be later designated.

MC 110144 (Subs 17 and 18), Jack C. Rob-
inson, d.b.a. Robinson Frelght Lines, now
being assigned February 7, 1977 (1 week)
at Morristown, Tennesseo; in & hearing
room to be later designated.

“RoserT T.. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35535 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Rev. Exemption
No. 129]

ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE
RAILWAY CO. ET AL
Exemption Under Malndatory Car Sennce
ules

It appearing that the rallroads named
Jherein own numerous 40-ft plain box-
cars; that under present conditions,
there is virtually no demand for these
cars on the lines of the car owners; that
return of these cars to the car owners
would result in their being stored idle

on these lines; that .such cars can be_

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 233—THURSDAY,
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used by other carriers for transporting
traffic offered for shipments to points
remote from the car owners; and that
compliance with Car Service Rules 1 and
2 prevents such use of plain boxcars
owned by the railroads listed herein, re-
sulting in unnecessary loss of utilization
of such cars.

It is ordered, That, pursuanf to the
authority vested.in me by Car Service
Rule 19, plain boxecars described in the
Official Railway Equipment Register,
IC.C.-R.ER. No. 401 issued by W. J.
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as
having mechanical designation “XM”,
with inside -length 44-ft. 6 in. or less,
regardless of door width #nd bearing
reporting marks gssigned f{o the rail-
roads named below, shall be exempt from
the provisions of Car Service Rules 1(2),
2(a), and 2(b).

The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Roilway
Company.
Reporting Marks: ATSF.
Atlanta and Saint Andrews Bay Rallway
Company.
Reporting Marks: ASAB.
The. Baltimore and Ohio Railway Company.
Reporting Marks: BO.
Burlington Northern Inc2
Reporting Marks: BN-CBQRQ-GN-NP-SPS,
The Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Corapany.
Reporting Marks: CO-PM.
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad
Company.
Reporting Marks: RI-ROCK.
Chicago, West Pullman & Southern Ratlroad
. Company.
Reporting Marks: CWP.
The Denver and Rio Grande Western Rall-
road Company.
Reporting Marks: DRGW.
Detroit and Mackinac Railway Compaxy.
Reporting Marks: D&M-DM.
Elgin, Joliet and Eastern Rauwa.y company
Reporting Marks: EJE,
Illinois Terminal Rauroad Company.
Reporting Marks: ITC.
Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company.
Reporting Marks: CIL-L&N-MON-NC,
Louisville, New Albany & Corydon Railroad
Company.
Reporting Marks: LIVAC.

. Missouri-Ransas-Texas Rallroad Company.

Reporting Marks: MKT.
Missouri Pacific Railroad Company.
Reporting Marks: CEI-MI-MP-TP,
Southern Railway Company.
Reporting Marks:. CG-N§-SA-SOU, -
St. Louls-San Francisco Railvay Company.
Reporting Marks: SLSF.
Union Pacific Railroad Company,
- Reporting Marks: UP,
Western Maryland Rallway Company.
Reporting Marks: WM,

Effective 12:01 a.m., November 30,

1976, and continuing in effect until fur-
ther orde¥ of this Commission.

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem-
ber 22, 1976.

INTERSTATE COMIMERCE
COMMISSION,
Lewis R. TEEPLE,
Agent.,

{FR Doc.76-35540 Flied 12-1-76;8:45 am]

1 Addition.

ATLANTA AND SAINT ANDREWS BAY
RAILWAY CO. ET AL

Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service
Rules

It appearing, that the raflronds named
below own numerous 50-ft. plain bosx-
cars; that under present conditions there
are substantial surpluses of these cars
on their lines; that return of these cors
to the owners would result in their be-
ing stored idle; that such cars ¢an be
used by other carriers for transporting
traffic offered for shipments to points
remote from the car ownmers; and thut
compliance with Car Service Rules 1
and 2 prevents such use of these cars,
resulting in unnecessary loss of utilizn-
tion of such cars.

It is ordered, That pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule
19, 50-ft, plain boxcars described in the
Official Railway Equipment Registor,
ILC.C-RER. No. 401, issued by W. J
‘Trezise, or successive Issues thereof, a.:
having mechanical designation “xna*,
and bearing reporting marks msignccl
to the railroads named below, shall be
exempt from the provisions of Car Serv-
iceRules 1,2(a), and 2(b).

Atlanta & Saint Andrews Bay Rallway Com-
pany. Reporting Marks: ASAB.

The Baltimore and Ohlo Railroad Compauty.
Reporting Marks: BO,

The Chesapeake and Ohfo Rallway Company.
Reporting Marks: CO-PM.

Elgin, Joliet and Eastern Ruuvmy Company.
Reporting Marks: EJE.

Green Mountain Railroad Corporation.
Reporting Marks: GMRC.

Greenville and Northern Railway Companyt.
Reporting Marks: GRN.

Louisville and Wadley Ratlway Company.
Reporting Markss LiwW.

Louisville, New Albany & Corydon Rallroad

Company.

Reporting Marks: LNAOC,

Missourl-Eansas-Texas Rallroad Company,
Reporting Marks: BRTY-MKT,

New Jersey, Indlans & Illinels Ratlroad Cotm-

pany.

Reporting Marks: NJIX,

Norfolk and Western Railway Company.
Reporting Marks: N&W-ACY LNKP-

PEWV-WAB.
Norwood: & St. Lawrence Railroad Company.
> Reporting Marks: NSL.

Pearl River Valloy Ratiroad Company.
Reporting Marks: PRV,

The Pittsburgh and Lake Erle Rallroad Cons

pany.

Reporting Marks: P&LE,

Raritan River Rail Road Company.
Reporting Marks: RR,

Sacramento Northorn Rallway.
Reporting Marks: SN.

St. Johnsbury & Lamollle County Rallroad,
Reporting Marks: SJL.

Sierra Ratlroad Company.
Reporting Marks: SERA,

Tidewater Southern Rallway Company.
Reporting Marks: TS,

Toledo, Peorin & Western Rallroad Company.
Reporting Marks: TPW.

Vermont Railway, Inc.
Reporting Marks: VIR.

WCTU Rallway Company. .
Reporting Marks: WCTR. '

Western Maryland Rallway Compoany.
Reporting Marks: WM,

Yreka Western Rallroad Company.
Reporting Marks: YW,

DECEMBER 2, 1976



Effective November 29, 1976, and con-
tinuing in effect until further order of
_ this Commission.

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem~

ber 22, 1976.

- TNTERSTATE COMIIERCE
COLMISSION, -
Lewis R. TERPLE,
.. Agent.
IFR Doc716-35541 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

-

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Admi. No. 3;
Exemption No. 122)

BALTlMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD CO.
ET AL

Exemplion Under Mandatory Car Service
Rules

In the matter of The Baltimore and
Ohio Railroad Company, The Chesa-
peake and Ohio Railway Company, Con-

" solidated Rail Corporation, Western
" Maryland Railway Company.

Upon further consideration of Exemp~
tion No. 122 issued April 2, 1976.

It is ordered, 'That, under the author-
ity vested in me by Car Service Rule 19,
Exemption No. 122 to the Mandatory Car
Service Rules ordered in Ex Parte No.
241, be, and it is hereby amended to ex-
pire February 28, 1977.

This amendment shall become effec-
tive November 30, 1976.

Issued at Washington, D.C., November
- 22,1976.

-INTERSTATE CORMMLIERCE
COMMISSION,
Lewis R. TEEPLE,
Agent.

. |FR Doe.76-36539 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]}

© [Rule 19; Amdt, No. 13 to Exemption No. 63;
Ex Parte No. 241]

BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD
9!!21’&)‘\!‘\!0 CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPO-

Exemption Under Provision of Mandatory
Car Service Rules

Upon further consideration of Exemp-
tion No. 63 issued February 12, 1974,

It is ordered, 'That, under authority
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, Ex-
emption No. 63 to the Mandatory Car
Service Rules ‘ordered in Ex Parte No.
241 be, and it is hereby, amended to ex~

" pire February 28, 1977.

This amendment shall become effec-
tive November 30, 1976,

Issued at Washmgton, D.C., Novembher
22, 1976,
INTERSTATE COMIIERCE
COMIISSION,
ILewrs R. TEBPLE,
Agent.
- [FR Doc.76-35534 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]}

NOTICES

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Amdt. No. 4;

Exemption No. 108}

CHICAGO AND EASTERN ILLINOIS
RAILROAD CO. ET AL.

Exemption Under Ma‘ndatcry Car Senvice
Rules

In the matter of Chicago & Eastern
Ylinois Railroad Company, Consolidated
Rail Corporation, Missouri-Ilinols Rail-
road Company, Miscourl Pacific Rallroad
Company, and The Texas sand Pacific

» Rallroad Company.

TUpon further consideration of Exemp-
tion No. 108 issued March 1, 1976.

It is ordered, That, under authority
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19,
Exemption No. 108 to the Mandatory Car
Service Rules ordered in Ex Parte No.
241 be, and it is hercby, amended to ex~
pire February 28, 1977.

This amendment shall become effective
November 30, 1976.

Issued at Washington, D.C.,, Novem~
ber 22, 1976.
InTERSTATE CONTERCE
Corpassion,
Levwis R. TEEPLE;~
Agent.

{FR Doc.70-35543 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]}

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Amdt. Yo 9;
Exemption No, 94]

DETROIT, TOLEDO AND IRONTON RAIL-
ROAD CO. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL
CORPORATION

Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service
Rules

Upon further consideration of Exemp-
tion No. 94 issued February 5, 1975.

It is ordered, That, under the authorlty
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19,
Exemption No. 94 to the Mandatory Car
Service Rules ordered In Ex Parte No,
241, be, and it is hereby amended to ex~
pire February 28, 19717,

'This amendment shall become effective
Novemher 30, 1976.

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem-
ber 22, 1976.

InTeRSTATE COLDIERCE
Cormussion,
Levwis R. TEEPLE,
Agent.

[FR Do0c.76-356642 Filcd 12-1~76;8:45 am]

A

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR
RELIEF

Noversen 20, 1876.

An spplication, as summarized below,
has bheen filed requesting relief from the
requirements of Section 4 of the Inter-
state Commerce Act to permit common
carriers mamed or deseribed in the ap-
plication to maintain higher rates and
charges at intermediate points than
those sought to be established at more
distant points.

-
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Protests to the granting of an applica-
tion must be prepared in accordance with
Rule 40 of the General Rules of Prac-
Hee (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed within
15 days from the date of publication of
this notice In the Federal Reglster.

FSA No. 43284—Alfalfa Meal or Pellct:
Jrom Various Points on the Rissouri Po~
cific Railroed Company in Kanses. Filed
by Missouri Pacific Railroad Company
(INo. 11403, for Interested rail ecarriers.
Rates on alfalfa meal or pellets, In car-
loads, as described in the applcation,
from specified points in Kansas on the
Missouri Pacific Raflroad Company, 2
Gulf Ports, viz.: Ama, Baton Rouge, Lake
Charles, Myrtle Grove (Plaguemine Poy-
ishi, Wew Orleans, Port Allen, Lowdsiana,
also Beaumont, Corpus Christl, Freeport,
Galveston, Houston, Orange and Texas
City, Texas.

Grounds for reliei—l‘&otor—trucf; and
barge competition.

Tarifif Supplement 84 to Miszouri Po~
cific Rallrcad Company tariff 57-F,
I.C.C. No. 518. Rates are published to bz-
come effective on January 1, 1977.

By the Commission.

RopzeT L. OSWaro,
Secretar;.

[FR Po276-33530 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Rule 19, E< Parte No. 241, Amdt. No. 8, T~
emption No. §3]

GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RAILROAD CO.
AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION

Exemption Under}!dandatury Car Service

Upon further consideration of Ezemp-
tion No. 93 issued January 15, 1975.

It is ordered, That, under the authority
vested In me by Car Service Rule 19, Ex-
emption No. 93 to the Mandatory Cor
Service Rules ordered in Ex Parte MNo.
241, be, and it is hereby amended to ex-
pire February 28, 19717.

This amendment shall become effective
November 30, 1976.
Yssued at Washington, D.C., Novem.-
ber 22, 1976.
INTERSTATE COMIIEDCE
Cozrnssiorn,
Lewis R. TEEPLE,
Agent,
|¥R Dae/16-35538 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 arm |

[Bection Oa Appllcation No. 23; Amdt. Ho 6}

MIDDLE ATLANTIC CONFERENCE—
AGREEMENT

overiser 18, 1976.
The Commission Is In receipt of an ap-
plication in the above-entitled proceed—
ing for aproval of amendments to the
agreement thereln approved,

Filed November 11, 19768 by:

8. C. Herald, Executive Vice Prestdent, Mid-
dlo Atlantic Conference, P.O, Box 10213,
Wachington, DO 20018 (Attorney-in-Fact).
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Bryce Rea, Jr., Rea, Cross & Auchincloss, 700
World Center Building, 918 16th Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20006 (of Counsel).

‘The Amendments involve: Increase
from four to elght members of the direc-
torships of the combined New England
carrier group and provide procedures for
acomplishment; Embrace section 22
matters within the respective jurisdic-
tion and procedures of the various terri-
torial rate and divisions committees; and
make other changes pursuant to Ex Parte
No. 297 (351 1.C.C. 437) by modifying the
standing rate committee procedure in
section 1.6 so as to require recommendefl
disposition advices give reasons for the
action taken, require such committee to
dispose of proposals within 120 days and
maintain a record of unusual circum-
stances preventing 120-day disposition,
and give public notice of action of broad-
ened proposals in the disposiftion advice,
and, upon appeal, hold a rehearing to re-
consider its action on the proposal.

The complete application may be in-
spected at the Office of the Commission,
in Washington, D.C.

Any person desiring to protest and par-

ticipate in this proceeding shall notify .

the Commission in writing within 30"days
from the date of publication of this no~
tice in the Federal Register. As provided
by the General Rules of Practice of the
Commission, persons other than appli-
cants should fully disclose their inter-
est, and the position they infend to take
with respect to the application., Other-
wise, the Commission, in ifs discretion,
may proveed to mvesl:pigate and defer-
mine the matters involved, without pub-
lic hearing.
H. GorooN HOMNME, JT.,
’  Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35537 Filed 12-1-76:8:45 am]

[Notice 79]

MOTOR CARRIER 30ARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

DEeCEBER 2, 1976.

Synopses of orders entered by the Mo~
tor Qarrier Board of the Commission pur-
suant to Sections 212¢(b), 206(a), 211,
312(h), and 410(g) of the Interstate
Commerce Act, and rules-and regulations
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part
1132), apear below:

Each application (excepi as otherwise
specifically noted) filed after March 27,
1972, contains a statement by applicants
that there will be no significant effect on
the quality of the human environment
resulting from approval of the applica-~
tion. As provided in the Commission’s
Special Rules of Practice any interested
person may file a petition seeking recon-
sideration of the following numbered
proceedings on or hefore December 22,
1976. Pursuant to Section 17(8) of the
Interstate Commerce Act, the filing of
such a petition will postpone the effec-
tive date of the order in that proceed-
Ing pending its disposition. The matters
relied upon by petitioners must be speci-

fied in their petitions with particularity.

NOTICES-

No. MC-FC-76447. By order entered
November 26, 1976 the Motor Carrier
Board approved fhe transfer fo Feld-
man's Express, Inc., Boston, Mass., of
the operating rights set forth in Certifi-
cate No. MC 51086 and No, MC 51086
(Sub-No. 4) issued March 15, 1965 and
August 29, 1946, respectively to Rapid
‘Transportation Company, Internal Rev-
enue Service, successor in interest, Bos-
ton, Wass. authorizing the transporta-
tion of general commodities over speci-
fied regular routes from, to, and between
specified points in the states of Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, and New Hamp-
shire, and wool grease, textile machinery,
corrugated paper boxes, groceries, and
turbines, over irregular routes from, to,
and between specified points in the states
of Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and New
Hampshire. James E. Mahoney, Esq. 84
State Street, Boston, Mass. 02109

ROBERT L. OswALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-35544 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

[Notice 80] i

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

The following publications include

-motor carrier, water carrier, broker, and

freight, forwarder transfer applications
filed under ‘section 212(b), 206(a), 211,
312(), and 410(g) of the Inferstate
Commerce Act.

Each application (except as otherwise
specifically noted) contains a statement
by applicants that there will be no sig-
nificant effect on the quality of the
human environment resulting from ap-
proval of the application.

Protests against approval of the appli-
cation, which may include a request for
oral hearing, must be filed with the Com-
mission within 30 days after the date of
this publication. Failure seasonably to
file a protest will be construed as a walver
of opposition and participation in the
proceeding. A proftest must be served
upon applicants’ representative(s), or
applicants (if no such representative is
named), and the protestant must certify
that such service has been made.

Unless otherwise specified, the signed
original and six copies of the protest
shall be filed with the Commission. All
protests must specify with particularity
the factual basis, and the section of the
Act, or the applicable rule governing the
proposed transfer which protestant be-
lieves would preclude approval of the
application. If the protest contains a re-
quest for oral hearing, the request shall
be supported by an explanation as to
why the evidence sought to be prezented
cannot reasonably be submitted through
the use of affidavits”

The operating rights set forth below
are in synopses form, but are deemed
sufficient to place interested persons on
notice of the proposed transfer.

No. MC-FC-76601, filed September 27,
1976. Transferee: INDEPENDENT
FREIGHT, INC., R.F.D. 1 Route 44, Box
150, Putnam, Connecticut 06260. Trans-

.

feror: R. B. Greene Transportation, Inc.,,
Maple Street, Danielson, Connecticut
06239. Applicants’ Representative: WWil-
liam J. Meuser, Attorney at Law, 86
Cherry Street, Milford, Connectiout
06460. Authority sought for purchase by
transferee of the operating rights, ag set
forth in Permits No. MC 125129 Subs-No.
1 and 2, issued June 13, 1966, and Octo-
ber 11, 1974, as follows: Glass containers,
from the plant site of Knox Glass, Inc.,
at Dayville, Conn,, to Cranston, R.I,, and
from Dayville, Conn., to points in that
part of Massachusetts on and east of In«
terstate Highway 91, Transferee presont-
1y holds no authority from this Commis-
sion. Application for temporary authori-
ty under Section 210a(b) was denled by
Review Board No. 5 on June 4, 1976.

No. MC-FC-176661, filed July 16, 1976.
Transferee: RUSSELL FRANCIS WAT-
TERS, doing business as SUPERIOR

. EXPRESSWAYS, 739 North Twenty-

Fifth Street, East St. Louis, IL 62205.
Transferor: Big Six Truck Service, Inc.,
and Alan J. Steinberg, Trustee, P.O. Box
148, st. Peters, MO. Authority sought for
purchase by transferee of the operating
rights of ftransferor as set forth in-
Certificates ‘Nos. MC 121014 Sub 2 and
MC 121014 Sub 3, issued April 2, 1970,
and May 20, 1974, respectively, as fol«
lows: General commodities, over regu-
lar routes, between St. Louis, Mo., and
St. Paul, Mo., and between St. Louis, Mo.,
and St. Peters, Mo.; calves, poultry, ma-
chinery, and machinery parts, over rer~
ular routes, from Msb. Olive, I1il.,, to St.
Louls, Mo.; and general commodities,
over regular routes, except those of un-
usual value, livestock, Classes A and B
explosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and commodities requiring special equip-
ment, from St. Louils, Mo., to Mt. Olive,
I1.; general commodities, over regular
routes except those of unusual value,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and commodities
requiring special equipment, between
Livingston, Iil., and St. Louls, Mo.: live-
stock and agricultural commodities, over
irregular routes, from points in Macou-
pin County, Ill.,, and those in Madison
County, 11, on U.S. Highway 66 and
Ilinois Highway 112, to St. Louis, Mo.:
and general commodities, over irregular
routes, except those of unusual value,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and commodities
requiring special equipment, from St.
Louis, Mo., to points in Macoupin Coun«
ty, I, and those in Madison County,
1., on U.S. Highway 66 and Illinois
Highway 112. Transferee presently holds
no authority from this Commission. Ap-
plication has not been filed for tempor«
ary authority under Section 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-7€666, filed July 22, 1976.
Transferee: FRESNO TRAVEL CEN-
TER, INC., 2220 Tulare Street, Fresno,
Calif. 93721. Transferor: Educationnl
Tours of California, Inc., 3112 North 7th
Street, Fresno, Calif, 93703. Applicants’
represenfative: Frederic A. Milnes,
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Fresno Travel Center, Inc., 2220 Tulare
Stieet, Fresno, Calif. 93721. Authority
_ sought for purchase by transferee of the
operating rights of transferor, as seb
forth in Iicense No. MC 130020, issued
May 23, 1967, as follows: To engage as a
broker at Fresno, Calif., in the transpor-
tation of passengers and their baggage,
in round-trip tours, in special and char-

ter operations beginning and ending at

Fresno, Calif., and extending to pointsin
the United States (including-Alaska but
excluding Hawai) , subject to certain re-

"+ strictions. Transieree presently holds no

authority from this Commission. Appli-
cation has not been filed for temporary
authority. -

No. MC-FC-766%3, filed July 28, 1976.
Transferee: DANIEL BOONE, doing
business as DANIEL, BOONE TRUCK-
ING, 15925 South Garfield, Paramount,
Calif. 90723. Transferor: Daniel Boone
and Arthur Costello, a parinership, doing

- business as Daniel Boone Trucking, 15925
South Garfield, Paramount, Calif. 90723.
Authority sought for purchase by trans-

* feree of the operating rights of trans-
feror, as set forth in Certificate No. MC
108200, issued August 4, 1967, as follows:
General commodities, except those of
unusual value, classes A and B expldsives,
livestock, petroleum in bulk, commodi-
ties requirng special equipment,” and
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, between points in the Los An-
geles, Calif, Commercial Zone, as defined
by the Commission, on the one hand, and,
on the other, steamship-piers and docks
at-Long Beach Harbor and Los Angeles
Harbor, Calif. Transferee presently holds
no authority from this Commission. Ap-
plication has not been filed for temporary
authority under Section 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-76746, filed October 29,
1976, Transferee: Phillip K. Empson,
- R.D. No. 1, Ulysses, Pennsylvania 16948.
. Transferor: Robert W. Gibson, R.D. No.
1, Ulysses, Pennsylvania 16948. Appli-
cants’ representatives: John D. Lewis,
Cox, Wilcox, Owlett & Lewis, 19 Central
Avenue, Wellsboro, Pennsylvania 16301,
- Authority sought for purchase by trans-
feree of that portion of the operating
rights of transferor, as set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC 124795, issued January
24, 1963, as follows: Feed, from Niagara
- Falls, Buffalo, Rochester, and Olean,

N.Y:, to points in McKean, Potter, Cam-
- eron and Tioga Counties, Pa. Transferee

presently: holds no. authority from this

Commission. Application has not been

filed for - temporary —authority under

Section 210a(b). - -

No. MC-FC-76817, filed November 5,
1976. Transferee: Wayne H. Kunkel, RD.
1, Kempton, Berks County, Pa. 19529.
Transferor: Ralph D. Weaver, Inc., 16th
and Sumner Ave., Allentown, Pa 18102,
Applicants’ representative(s): Paul B.
Kemmerer 1620 N. 19th St., Allentown,
Pa. 18104. Authority sought for purchase
by transferee (lessee) of the operating
rights of transferor, as set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC 24491, issued November
14, 1963, as follows: Slaie and slate prod-
ucts, over irregular routes, from Slat-

NOTICES

ington, Pa., to -Washington, D.C., Balti-
more, Md., and Scarsdale and New York,
N.Y., Fertilizer, over irregular routes,
from Carteret, N.J., to points in Lehigh
County, Pa., from Baltimore, Md, to
points in Iehigh County, Pa., municipali-
ties- other than Chapman, Pa., from
Wilmington, Del., to points in Lehigh,
Northampton, Berks, Carbon, and Schuy-
kill Counties, Pa., from Hagerstown, Md.,
to points in Lehigh and Carbon Coun-
ties, Pa., potatoes, over irregular routes,
from points in Lehigh and Carbon Coun-
ties, Pa., to Washington, D.C. Transferee
presently holds no authority from this
Commission. Application has not been
filed for temporary authority under Sec-
tion 210a(b). -

No. MC-FC-1763818, filed November 3,
1976. Transferee: Edward C. Malley,
doing business as Malley Trucking, 2300
Palmer St., Pittsburgh, Pa, 15218. Trans=-

.feror: Sanitary Transfer,. Inc, 126
Homestead Street, P.O. Box §298, Pitts-
burgh, Pa. 15218, Applicants' representa-
tive(s) : John A. Vuono, Attorney at Law,
2310 Grant Building, Pittsburgh, Pa.
15219; John C. Botula, Attorney at Law;
707 Grant Bullding, Pittsburgh, FPa.
15219. Authority sought for purchase by
transferee of the operating rights of
transferor, as set forth in Certificates No.
MC 123308 and Subs 3 and 4, issued April
14, 1967, December 21, 1970 as corrected
January 19, 1871, and August 15, 1972
respectively as follows: Bakery products,
materials, equipment, and supplies inci-
dental to the production of bakery prod-
ucts, potato chips, in containers, and
emply containers for potato chips and
bakery products, over regular routes, be-
tween Pittsburgh, Pa., and Wheeling, W.
Va., serving the intermedinte point of
Hollidays Cove, W. Va., and the off-route
point of Steubenville, Ohio, between
Pittsburgh, Pa., and Cleveland, Ohlo,
serving the intermediate point of Alkron,
Ohio, Between Pittsburgh, Pa., and

Youngstown, Ohio, serving mno inter-.

mediate points. Between Pittsburgh, Pa.,
and Canton, Ohlo, serving no intermedi-
ate points, between Pittsburgh, Pa., and
Clarksburg, W. Va., seving the inter-
mediate point of Fairmont, W. Va., be-
, tween Pittsburgh, Pa., and Cumberland,
-Md., serving no intermediate points.

Bakery products, containers therefor,
and advertising matter used in con-
nection therewith, and potato chips, in
containers, over irregular routes, ¥rom
Pittsburgh, Pa., to Zanesville, Ohio, and
Huntington and Charleston, W. Va.; and
Empty containers for potato chips, from
Zanesville, Ohlo, and Huntington and
Charleston, W. Va., to Pittsburgh, Pa.
Bakery products, and materials, equip-
ment and supplies incldental to the pro-
duction of bakery products, from Cleve-
land, Oh., to Greenville, Rochester,
Butler, Charleroi, Brownsville, Dunbar,
Connellsville, Jeannette, Ford City,
‘Blairsville, Johnstown, Altgona, and
‘Warren, Pa.; and Empty containers used
in the transportation of the commodities
specified immedlately above, from Green-
ville, Rochester, Butler, Charlerol,
Brownsville, Dunbar, Connellsville,
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Jeannette, Ford City, Blairsville, Johns-
town, Altoona, and Warren, Pa., to
Cleveland, Ohlo, with restrictions.
Bakery products, and empty containers
therefor, .between Pittsburgh, Pa., and
points in Jefferson, Columbiana, Mahon-~
ing, Trumbull, Ashtabula, Lake, Geauga,
Portage, Stark, Carroll, Cuyahoza, Sum-
mit, and Medina Counties, Oh. Bakery
products, hetween Pittsburgh, Pa., and
Uhrichsville, Ohio. Empty conlainers
uced in the transportation of bakery
praducts, from Uhrichsville, O, to Pitts-
burgh, Pa., Belery equipment, materials,
and supplies, incidental fo the production
of bakery products, and emply containers
for bakery materials and supplies, over
irrezular routes, between the plant site of
Mallet & Company, Inc., in the Boroush
of Rocslyn Farms, Allczheny County, Pa.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Ohio, West Virginia, Maryland,
AMaine, Massachusetts, Conneeticut,
Rhode Island, New York, Pennsylvenia,
North Carolina, Michizan, Missouri, Netr
Jersey, the District of Columbia, Ver-
mont, New Hampshire, Delaware, Vir-
ginip, South Caroling, Kentucky, "en-
nessee, Georgia, Florida, Missizsippi,
Alabama, Texas, Kansas, Indiana, -
nols, and Wisconsin, With restrictions.
Tronsferee presently holds no authority
from this Commission. Application has
been filed for temporary authority under
cction 210atb). -

Rooerr L. OswaLn,
_ Secretary.
IFR Da2.76-35545 Filed 12-1-76;8:45 am]

PETITIONS FOR MODIFICATION, INTER-
PRETATION OR REINSTATEMENT OF
OPERATING RIGHTS AUTHORITY

The following petitions seek modifica-
tion or interpretation of existing operat-
ing rights authority, or reinstatement of
terminated operating richts authority.

An original and one copy of protests
to the granting of the requested@ au-
thority must be filed with the Commis-
sion on or before January 3, 1977. Such
protest shall comply with Special Rule
247(d>» of the Commission’s™ General
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100247 * and
shall include a concise statement of pro-
testant’s interest in the proceeding and
coples of its conflicting authorities. Veri-
fled statements in opposifion should not
be tendered at this time. A coby of the
protest shall be served conecurrently unon
petitioner’s representative, or petitioner
in no representative isnamed.. -

No. MC 126383 (Sub-Nos. 1 and 2» -
(Notice of Filing of Petition To Modify
Territorial Description), filed Novem-
ber 12, 1976. Petitioner: G & W TRANS-
PORT, INC., 100 S. Adams St., Rockville,
Md. 20850. Petitioner’s representative:
Gerald K. Gimmel, Suite 145, £ Profes-
sionnl Drive, Galthersburg, Md. 20760.
Petitioner holds motor confract carrier
Permits in Wo. MC 126383 (Sub-Nos. 1

1 Coples of Special Rule 247 (as amended)
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423,
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and 2), issued May 5, 1967, authorizing
transportation (1) in MC 126383 (Sub-
No. 1) over irregular routes, of malb
beverages, in containers, from New York,
N.Y., and Newark and Elizabeth, N.J., to
Silver Spring, Md., and points in
Montgomery County, Md., within 10 miles
of Silver Spring, under a continuing con~
tract, or contracts, with the Montgomery
County, Md., Department of Liquor Con-~
trol; and (2) in MC 126383 (Sub-No. 2)
over irregular routes, of (a) malt bever-
ages, in containers, from Philadelphia,
and Norristown, Pa. to Silver Spring, Md.,
and points in Maryland within 5 miles of
Silver Spring; and (b) empty malt bever-
age containers, from Silver Spring, Md.,
and points in Maryland within 5 miles
of Silver Spring, to Philadelphia and

* Notristown, Pa., under a continuing con-

tract, or contracts, with the Montgomery
County Department of Liguor Control, of
Montgomery County, Md. By the instant
petition, petitioner seeks to modify the
territorial descriptions in both of the
above Sub-Nos. by deleting in each all
reference to Silver Spring, Md., and
points within 5 or 10 miles thereof, as the
case may be, and substituting in lieu
thereof the description “the facilities of
the Montgomery County, Md., Liquor
gféltrol Board in Montgomery County,

No. MC 135018 (Sub-No. 4) (Notice
of Filing of Petition To Modify Permit),
filed October 27, 1976. Petitioner: SEA-
HORSE TRANSPORT, INC., 11 South-
side Road, P.O. Box 3707, Port Browns-
ville, Tex. 78520. Petitioner’s representa-
tive: Michael J. Ogborn, 300 N.S.E.A.
Building, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501, Petitioner holds a motor coniract
carrier Permit in No. MC 135018 (Sub-
No. 4), issued May 18, 1976, authorizing
it to operate in foreign commerce in the
transportation over irregular routes of-
(1) materials, supplies, and equipment
used in the manufacture, sale, and dis-
tribution of electrical motors and equip-
ment, from Cleveland, Ohio, and Chicago,
I1., to Brownsville, Tex.; and (2) elec-
trical machinery and equinpment from \
Brownsville, Tex., to points in Illinois,
Michigan, Kentucky, Wisconsin, Indi-
ana, and Texas, under a continuing con-
tract, or contracts, with Sheller-Glove
Corporation, of Toledo, Olno, restricted
in (1) and (2) above against the trans-
portation of commodities in bulk, or those
which by reason of size or weight require
the use of special equipment. By the in-
stant petition, petitioner seeks to broaden
the authority above (I) by authorizing
operations in both interstate and Toreign -
commerce; and (II) by adding Towa and
Ohio as destination states to (2) above.

No. MC 135425 (Sub-Nos. 8 and 9
(Notice of Filing of Petition To Add
Base Poinfs), filed November 10, 1976.
Petitioner: CYCLES LIMITED, a Cor-
poration, P.O. Box 5715, Ja,ckson, Miss.
39208. Petitioner’s representative: Mor~
ton E. Kiel, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade
Center, New York, N.Y. 10048. Petitioner
holds motor contract carrier Permits in
No. MC 135425 (Sub-Nos. 8 and 9), issued
April 18, 1975 and June 9, 1976, respec-~

NOTICES

\
'

tively, authorizing transportation (1) in
MC 135425 (Sub-No. 8) over irregular
routes, of such commodities as are dealt
in by a manufacturer of power tools, and
materials, supplies and equipment (ex-
cept commodities in bulk) used in the
conduct of such business, between Hamp-
stead and Easton, Md., Tarboro and
Fayetteville, N.C. and Lancaster, Pa., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Arizona, California, Nevada, and
Utah, under a continuing confract, or
contracts, with The Black and Decker
Manufacturing Company of Towson,
Md.; and (2) in MC 135425 (Sub-No. 9)
over irregular routes, of such commodi-
ties as are dealt in by a manufacturer
of power tools, and materials, supplies
and equipment (except commodities in
bulk) used in the conduct of such busi-
ness, between Hampstead and Easton,
Md., Tarboro and Fayetteville, N.C., and
Lancaster, Pa,, on the one hand, and,
on the other, pomts in Oregon, Colorado
and Washington, under a continuing
contract or contracts with Black and
Decker Manufacturing . Company, of
Towson, Md. By the instant petition,
petitioner seeks to add Cockeysville, Md.
as an additional base point t6 the au-
thority in both of the above Sub-Nos.

REPUBLICATIONS OF GRANTS OF OPERAT-
NG RIGHTS AUTHORITY PRIOR TO CER-
TIFICATION

The following grants .of operating
rights authorifies are republished by or-
der of the Commission to indicate a
broadened grant of authority over that
previously noticed in the FeperaL REeG-
ISTER. An original and one copy of pro-
tests to the granting of the authority
must be filed with the Commission within
30 days after the date of this FepEraL
REGISTER notice- Such protest shall com-

ply with Special Rule 247(d) of the Com-~

mission’s General Rules of Practice (49
CFR 1100.247) addressing specifically the
issue(s) indicated as the purpose for re-
publication, and including a concise
statement of protestant’s interest in the
proceeding and copies of its conflicting
authorities. Verified statements in op-
position shall not be tendered at this
time. A copy of the protest shall be
served concurrently upon the carrier’s®
representative, or carrier if no represen-
tative is named.

No. MC 114239 (Sub-No. 33) (Repub-
lication), filed August 21, 1975, bublished
in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of October
31, 1976, and republished as granted this
issue. Apphcant' FARRIS TRUCK LINE,
a Corporation, Faucett, Mo, 64448, Ap-
plicant’s representative: Tom B. Kret-
singer, Suite 910 Fairfax Building, 101
West Eleventh Street, Kansas City, Mo.
64105. An Order of the Commission Re-~
view Board November 2, dated October
21, 1976 and served November 18, 1976,
finds that the present and future public
convenience and necessity require opera-

tions by applicant in interstate or foreign

commerece, as a coniract carrier by motor .

vehicle, over irregular routes in the
transportation of Containers and bags,
and agricultural pesticides and ingredi-

~

ents thereof (except commodities in
bulk), from points in Kansas, Kentucky,
anesota, Montana, North Dakota, Now
York, Nebraska, Oklahoms, South Dako-
ta, Wisconsin and Wyoming, to St. Jo-
seph, Mo., under a continuing contract,
or confracts, with Farmland Industrles,
Inec.; Missouri Chemical Company; and
Techne Corporation. The purpose of this
republication is (1)-to indicate that the
actual grant of authority changes the
exception of the commodity description
to read: “commeodities in bulk” in lHeu
of “liquids in bulk in tank vehicles”; and
(2) to indicate the addition of Nebraska
as a origin point,

No. MC 130307 (republication), filed
March 19, 1975, published in the Frprran
REGISTER issue of May 8, 1975, and re-
published this issue. Applicant: TOUR-
PAK INTERNATIONAL INC., 247 West
12th Streef, New York, N.Y, 10014. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Shatzkin and
Cooper, 235 East 42nd Street, New York,
N.Y. 10017, An Order of the Commission
Review Board Number 4, dated October
5, 1976, and served October 13, 1976, finds
that the present and future public con-
venience and necessity require opera-
tions by applicant at New York, N.Y., as
a broker in arranging for tmnsportation
by motor vehicle, in foreign commerco,
of: Passengers and their baggage, in spe«
cial and charter operations, in round«
trip tours beginning and ending at ports
of entry in the United States, including
Alaska and Hawaii, that applicant is fit,
willing, and abl